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May 

1,  1957 

Sens.  Russell  and  Saltonstall  introduced  S. 

19l*0  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 

Armed  Services.  Print  of  bill  as  introduced. 

May 

2,  1957 

Rep.  Vinson  introduced  H.  R.  7130  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Print  of  bill  as  introduced. 

June  19,  1957 

Rep.  Vinson  introduced  H.  R.  82l*0  which  was 
referred  to  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Print  of  bill  as  introduced. 

June 

26,  1957 

House  committee  reported  H.  R.  82UO  with  amend¬ 
ment.  H.  Rept.  No.  638.  Print  of  bill  and 
report. 

July 

2,  1957 

Rules  Committee  reported  resolution  for  considera¬ 
tion  of  H.  R.  82l*0.  H.  Res.  309,  H.  Rept.  680. 
Print  of  resolution  and  report. 

July 

8,  1957 

House  began  and  concluded  general  debate  on 

H.  R.  821*0. 

July 

10,  1957 

House  passed  H.  R.  82l*0  with  amendment.  - 

July 

11,  1957 

H.  R.  821*0  was  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Armed  Services.  Print  of  bill  as  referred. 

Aug. 

8,  1957 

Senate  committee  reported  H.  R.  82l*0  with 
amendment.  S.  Rept.  81*2.  Print  of  bill  and 
report 0 

Aug. 

12,  1957 

Senate  passed  H.  R.  82l*0  as  reported.  Print  of  bill 

Aug. 

13,  1957 

House  conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  82l*0  • 

Aug. 

Hi,  1957 

Senate  conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  82i*0. 

Aug. 

16,  1957 

Conferees  agreed  to  file  report. 

Aug. 

19,  1957 

House  received  conference  report.  H.  Report  No. 
1193.  Print  of  report. 

Senate  agreed  to  conference  report. 

Aug. 

20,  1957 

House  agreed  to  conference  report. 

Aug. 

30,  1957 

Approved:  Public  Law  85-21*1. 
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Digest  of  Public  Law  85-21*1 


USE  OF  PUBLIC  LAW  U80  FUNDS  FOR  FOREIGN  MILITARY  HOUSING. 
Authorizes  certain  construction  at  military  installations. 
Continues  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  subject 
to  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Budget  Bureau,  to  use 
foreign  currencies  of  a  value  not  to  exceed  $23>0  million 
acquired  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Trade  Development  and  Assistance  Act  of  195U  or  through 
other  commodity  transactions  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  for  military  family  housing  in  foreign 


countries* 
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85th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


S.  1940 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

May  1, 1957 

Mr.  Russell  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Saltonstall)  (by  request)  introduced  the 
following  bill;  which  was  read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services 


A  BILL 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations,  and 

for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  lives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I 

4  Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish 

5  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 

6  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per- 

7  manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara- 

8  tion,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equipment,  for  the  following 

9  projects : 

I 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


2 


Inside  the  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 
(Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  housing, 
$2,288,000. 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Alabama:  Utilities,  $2,015,- 

000. 

Jet  propulsion  laboratory,  California:  Utilities,  $130,- 

000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Supply  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $758,000. 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebraska:  Maintenance  facility, 
$249,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research  and 
development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $16,- 
530,000. 

(Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Operational  facility, 
land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $595,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $464,000. 

Port  Lee,  Virginia  :  Operational  facility,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  facility,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $6,229,000. 
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Seattle  Quartermaster  Market  Center,  Washington : 
Land  acquisition,  $40,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California :  Operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $110,000. 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas:  Operational  facility, 
and  land  acquisition,  $95,000. 

(Chemical  Corps) 

Fort  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $627,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing,  $54,- 

000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona  :  Troop  housing,  $1,936,000. 
(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Cold  regions  laboratory,  Hanover,  New  Hampshire :  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facility,  $2,496,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  training 
facility,  and  maintenance  facility,  $1,654,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Utilities,  $765,- 

000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Operational  facilities, 
$1,169,000. 

Charleston  TC  Depot,  South  Carolina :  Operational 


facilities,  $306,000. 
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Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  administrative  facility,  and  utilities,  $3,039,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  California:  Medical  facility, 
$602,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center,  Colorado:  Troop 
housing,  $937,000. 

Walter  Reed  Medical  Center,  Washington,  I).  C.:  Util¬ 
ities,  $1,920,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 
(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts:  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities,  $6,866,000. 

Fort  Dix,  New  Jersey:  Maintenance  facilities,  $303,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation,  Virginia  :  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $153,000. 

•Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,205,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Administrative  facil¬ 
ity,  troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  $2,652,000. 

Fort  Ritchie,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $820,000. 
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(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Operational  facilities,  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $1,583,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $1,051,000. 

Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  ground  improvements,  and  utilities, 
$5,117,000. 


Fort  Rucker,  Alabama  :  Operational  facilities,  and  troop 
housing,  $7,549,000. 

Fort  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  $3,691,000. 

(Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  medical  facility, 
administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $7,704,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facility,  maintenance  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facility,  and  utilities,  $2,362,000. 

Fort  Polk,  Louisiana:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $7,734,000. 

(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Troop  housing  and  utilities, 


$3,022,000. 
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Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Utilities,  $336,000. 

Fort  Riley,  Kansas:  Operational  facility,  maintenance 
facility,  and  troop  housing,  $2,525,000. 

Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Missouri:  Troop  housing, 
$4,663,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facility, 
and  utilities,  $1,487,000. 

Fort  Ord,  California:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $7,066,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  New  York:  Utilities, 

$1,666,000. 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facility,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,056,000. 

(Tactical  Installations) 

Various  locations:  Family  housing,  $1,736,000. 

(Tactical  Installations  Support  Facilities) 

Various  locations:  Operational  facility,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  facilities,  storage  facilities,  community 
facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $8,466,000. 
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(Outside  Continental  United  States) 
(Alaskan  Area) 

Alaska  general:  Family  bousing,  $658,000. 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Administrative  facility, 
$248,000. 

Fort  Greely :  Maintenance  facility,  $891,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base :  Family  housing,  $1,878,000. 

Fort  Richardson :  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cility,  family  housing,  and  utilities,  $6,447,000. 

Tactical  installations:  Family  housing,  $4,910,000. 

(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Hawaii :  Medical  facilities, 
$154,000. 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 

Fort  Buchanan,  Puerto  Pico:  Community  facility,  and 
utilities,  $273,000. 

Fort  Gulick,  Canal  Zone :  Community  facility,  $289,000. 

(United  States  Army,  Europe) 

Various  locations :  Maintenance  facilities,  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  $20,754,000. 

(Army  Forces  Far  East) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facilities,  training  facil¬ 
ities,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  troop  housing, 
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community  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $10,000,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  ac¬ 
quiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $143,002,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or 
develop  research  and  development  installations  and  facilities 
by  proceeding  with  construction  made  necessary  by  new  and 
unforeseen  research  and  development  requirements,  if  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  determines  that  deferral  of  such  con¬ 
struction  for  inclusion  in  the  next  military  construction  au¬ 
thorization  act  would  he  inconsistent  with  interests  of  national 
security,  and  in  connection  therewith  to  acquire,  construct, 
convert,  rehabilitate,  or  install  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  in  the  total  amount 
of  $5,000,000.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army,  or  Iris  designee, 
shall  notify  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  House  of  Representatives  immediately  upon  reach¬ 
ing  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost  of  construction 
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of  any  public  work  undertaken  under  this  section,  including 
those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto. 

Sec.  104.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
purchase  out  of  appropriations  available  for  military  con¬ 
struction  family  housing  including  necessary  land  at,  or  near, 
military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents.  Not 
more  than  300  units  of  such  housing  may  be  purchased 
under  this  section.  Space  limitations  per  unit  will  be  in 
accordance  with  subsections  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section 
4774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  and  cost  limitations 
as  now  or  hereafter  established  for  military  housing  con¬ 
structed  with  appropriated  funds. 

Sec.  105.  (a)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  in  section  101,  as  follows:  under  the  subheading 
“technical  sebvices  facilities  (Ordnance  Corps)  ” 
with  respect  to  Red  River  Arsenal,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$1,808,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,212,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$44,003,000”  and  “$133,671,000”  and 
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inserting  in  place  thereof  “$44,- 407,000’’  and  “$134,075,- 
000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  106.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Signal  Corps)”  with  respect  to  Department  of  the 
Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$2,360,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,137,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Military  Academy)  ”  with  respect  to  United  States  Military 
Academy,  New  York,  strike  out  “$9,950,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$11,983,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$129,096,000”  and  “$236,060,000” 
and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$131,906,000”  and  “$238,- 
870,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  107.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 


ties  (Ordnance  Corps)  ”• 
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(1)  with  respect  to  Aberdeen  Pro  vino;  Ground, 
Maryland,  strike  out  “$1,736,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,039,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$129,000"  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$212,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — with  respect  to  Fort  Lee, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$8,589,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,874,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Chemical  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland, 
strike  out  “$452,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$525,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dugway  Proving  Ground, 
Utah,  strike  out  “$1,129,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,491,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Transportation  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$1,055,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,240,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Eustis,  Virginia,  strike 
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out  ‘‘$6,597,000’’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,- 
072,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  (Med¬ 
ical  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medical  Center, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$549,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$876,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$333,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$669,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Walter  Beed  Army  Medical 
Center,  District  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$3,557,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,472,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  (Sec¬ 
ond  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Uort  Holabird,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$612,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$800,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Fourth  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Fort  Hood,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$12,922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$14,283,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Fifth  Army  Area)  ” — 
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(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Carson,  Colorado,  strike 
out  “$7,487,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,621,- 
000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 
strike  out  “$8,615,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,893,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Camp  Lucas,  Michigan,  strike 
out  “$145,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$193,000”. 
Under  the  subheading  “field  foeces  facilities 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project)  ” — with  respect 
to  various  installations,  strike  out  “$3,014,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,204,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “Alaskan  Area” — with  respect  to 
Wildwood  Station  (Kenai)  strike  out  “$469,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$559,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$225,277,000”,  “$74,984,000”,  and 
“$534,254,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$234,820,- 
000”,  “$75,074,000”,  and  “$543,887,000”,  respectively. 
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Sec.  108.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress 
is  amended  under  the  heading  ‘‘Inside  the  United 
States”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)  ” — 

•  (1)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$88,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$136,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama, 
strike  out  “$6,159,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$8,593,000”. 

Under  the  sub!  leading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Atlanta  General  Depot,  strike 
out  “$832,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$984,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Worth  General  Depot, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$1,285,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,847,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Fourth  Army  Area)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Bliss,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$5,301,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,293,000”, 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma,  strike  out 
“$4,173,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,798,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 
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strike  out  “$1,092, 000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

“$1,373,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  102,  “$200,- 
783,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$203,331,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  402  the  amounts  “$86,916,000”,  “$200,783,000”,  and 
“$323,462,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,010,- 
000”,  “$203,331,000”,  and  ‘‘$334,104,000”,  respectively. 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish 
or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 
constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  perma¬ 
nent,  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  for  the  following 
projects : 

Inside  the  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  engineering  experiment  station,  Annapolis,  Mary¬ 
land:  Development  and  test  facilities,  $618,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Bremerton,  Washington:  Drydock, 
$25,438,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities, 


$1,452,000. 
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1  David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock,  Maryland : 

2  Utilities,  $115,000. 

3  Naval  shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California:  Facilities  for 

4  remedying  effects  of  ground  subsidence,  $4,660,000. 

5  Naval  submarine  base,  New  London,  Connecticut: 

6  Waterfront  facilities,  $2,966,000. 

7  Naval  shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $2,998,000. 

8  Naval  shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Medical 

9  facilities,  $391,000. 

10  FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

11  Naval  station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Housing,  $1,326,000. 

12  Naval  station,  Long  Beach,  California:  Waterfront 

13  facilities,  $544,000. 

14  Naval  station,  Newport,  Bhode  Island:  Housing,  com- 

15  munity  facilities  and  utilities,  $3,312,000. 

1®  Naval  base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities, 

17  $7,808,000. 

18  AVIATION  FACILITIES 

19  (Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

20  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Opera- 

21  tional  facilities,  $566,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Operational 

23  facilities,  $140,000. 

24  Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Utilities,  $293,000. 
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Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $160,000. 

Navy  auxiliary  air  station,  Meridian,  Mississippi: 
Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $15,- 
067,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana: 
Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $3,653,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  waterfront  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,225,000. 

Navy  auxiliary  air  station,  Saufley  Field,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 

(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  $185,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $180,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida :  Operational 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$7,751,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cliincoteague,  Virginia:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,818,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Crows  Landing,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 
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Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Edenton,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  $199,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,774,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,199,000. 

Naval  seaplane  facility,  Hertford,  North  Carolina  :  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  supply  facilities,  hous¬ 
ing,  and  utilities,  $8,051,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  $39,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  $130,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Lemoore,  California:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $30,594,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Mayport,  Florida:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $384,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  California:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  $3,401,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $5,467,000. 

Naval  air  station,  North  Island,  Ban  Diego,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $7,964,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Operational  and 
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training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,975,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point,  Eliode  Island:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $882,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  San  Clemente  Island, 
California:  Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $9,448,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  South  San  Diego  Bay,  California: 
Waterfront  facilities,  $6,795,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,433,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beaufort,  South 
Carolina:  Operational  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $2,632,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Caro¬ 
lina:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $6,503,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $3,736,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $7,- 
080,000. 
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Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $132,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  development  center,  Johnsville,  Pennsylvania: 
Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $2,209,000. 

Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu,  California: 
Operational  facilities  (including  operational  facilities  on  San 
Nicolas  Island)  and  land  acquisition,  $7,669,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Electronics  supply  office,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $92,000. 

Naval  ordnance  supply  office,  Meclianicsburg,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania:  Administrative  facilities,  $155,000. 

Aviation  supply  office,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  $550,000. 

MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $140,000. 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow,  California:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing, 
and  utilities,  $8,001 ,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina: 
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Operational  and  training  facilities,  medical  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities,  $5,147,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $3,199,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,469,000. 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Community 
facilities,  development  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $2,213,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego,  California: 
Training  facilities,  $116,000. 

Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twenty-Nine'  Palms, 
California:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $2,331,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Bangor,  Washington:  Utili¬ 
ties,  $316,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  China  Lake,  California: 
Supply  facilities,  $114,000. 

Naval  ordnance  laboratory,  Corona,  California:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $494,000. 

Ordnance  aero  physics  laboratory,  Daingerfield,  Texas: 
Research  and  development  facilities,  $2,649,000. 
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1  Applied  physics  laboratory,  Howard  County,  Maryland : 

2  Research  and  development  facilities,  $1,452,000. 

3  Naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Maintenance 

4  facilities,  and  utilities,  $723,000. 

5  SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 
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Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Housing,  $1,- 
602,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Housing,  $1 ,225,000. 

Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training 
facilities,  and  housing,  $5,598,000. 

Naval  training  center,  San  Diego,  California:  Training 
facilities,  and  housing,  $5,375,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 
Naval  communication  station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  $443,000. 

Naval  communication  station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island: 
Operational  facilities,  $1,397,000. 

Naval  communication  station,  San  Diego,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  $100,000. 

Naval  communication  center,  Stockton,  California:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Naval  radio  station,  Washington  County,  Maine:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $13,982,000. 
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OFFICE  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 


2  Naval  research  laboratory,  District  of  Columbia:  Re- 

3  search  and  development  facilities,  $180,000. 

4  YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

5  Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities,  $332,- 

6  000. 

7  Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $3,- 

8  244,000. 

9  Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port  Hueneme, 

10  California:  Supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 

11  $759,000. 

12  Outside  the  United  States 
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SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Ha- 
waii:  Waterfront  facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $6,- 
16  076,000. 
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Naval  base,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands :  Main¬ 


tenance  facilities,  hospital  facilities,  housing  and  community 
^  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,287,000. 

~ n  Naval  station,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 


21 


22 


Housing  and  community  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
ground  improvements,  $8,993,000. 
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FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Hospital  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,665,000. 

Commander-in-Chief  Pacific,  Headquarters,  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Administration  facilities  and 
utilities,  $332,000. 

Naval  station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities,  $4,- 
699,000. 

Naval  station,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Bico:  Utilities,  $190,- 

000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  $428,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Pamily  housing  and 
community  facilities,  $13,778,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Barber’s  Point,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii :  Operational  facilities,  $2,088,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cubi  Point,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 
Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $149,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Operational 
facilities,  $5,730,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Oahu,  Territory 
of  Hawaii:  Operational  facilities,  $249,000. 

Naval  station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Operational 
facilities,  $69,000. 
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Naval  station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Operational  facilities,  $69,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Naha,  Okinawa:  Waterfront  facilities 
at  White  Beach,  $504,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Eoosevelt  lloads,  Puerto  Bico :  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  housing,  utilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $15,182,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Supply  facilities, 
$1,550,000. 

Naval  station,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community 
facilities,  $884,000. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine 
Islands:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,098,000 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$904,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  communication  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Housing, 
$1,053,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Canada  :  Operational  facilities, 
and  housing,  $898,000. 
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Naval  communication  station,  Finegayan,  Guam :  Hous¬ 
ing,  $594,000. 

Naval  security  group  activity,  Istanbul,  Turkey:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  and  housing,  $130,000. 

Naval  security  group  activity,  Sakata,  Japan:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $69,000. 

Naval  security  group  activity,  southern  Japan:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $726,000. 

Naval  radio  station,  Wahiawa,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Ha¬ 
waii:  Operational  facilities,  $4,392,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Public  works  center,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities, 
$1,093,000. 

Public  works  center,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands:  Maintenance  facilities,  $393,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  con¬ 
structing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent 
or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site 
preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  in  the 
total  amount  of  $67,490,000. 

Sec.  203.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish 
or  develop  research  and  development  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties  by  proceeding  with  construction  made  necessary  by  new 
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and  unforeseen  research  and  development  requirements, 
if  the  Secretary  of  Defense  determines  that  deferral  of  such 
construction  for  inclusion  in  the  next  military  construction 
authorization  Act  would  be  inconsistent  with  interests  of 
national  security,  and  in  connection  therewith  to  acquire, 
construct,  convert,  rehabilitate,  or  install  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site 
preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  in  the 
total  amount  of  $5,000,000.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
or  his  designee,  shall  notify  the  Committees  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  immediately 
upon  reaching  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost  of 
construction  of  any  public  work  undertaken  under  this 
section,  including  those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto. 

Sec.  204.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “yabds  and  docks  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  “Various  locations”,  strike  out  “$4,500,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,460,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202,  “$86,- 
397,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,489,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of 
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section  402  the  amounts  “$138,183,000”,  “$86,397,- 
000”,  and  “$256,875,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in 
place  thereof,  “$139,143,000”,  “$95,489,000”,  and 

“$266,927,000”. 

Sec.  205.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”  with 
respect  to  the  naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$225,000"  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$369,000”;  with  respect  to  the  Marine  Corps  air  station, 
El  Toro,  California,  strike  out  “$1,675,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,030,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  naval 
air  station,  Glenview,  Illinois,  strike  out  “$70,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$170,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out,  in  section  202,  “$63,- 
358,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$70,656,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$102,956,000”,  “$63,358,000”,  “$202,- 
807,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof  “$103, 
555,000”,  “$70,656,000”,  and  “$210,704,000”. 
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Sec.  206.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  naval  repair  facility,  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$629,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,099,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  naval  station,  Orange,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$399,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$563,000”. 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Naval  Air  Training  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  naval 
auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,686,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,292,000”;  and  with 
respect  to  the  naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia,  Loui¬ 
siana,  strike  out  “$24,361,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$26,871,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  naval 
air  station,  Alameda,  California,  strike  out  “$3,729,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,217,000”;  with  respect  to 
the  naval  air  station,  Moffett  Field,  California,  strike  out 
“$2,581,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,355,000”; 
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and  with  respect  to  the  outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field, 
Duval  County,  Florida,  strike  out  “$1,087,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,587, 000”. 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  naval 
air  station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey,  strike  out  “$16,311,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$17,911,000”. 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “ordnance  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  naval  ordnance  aerophysics  laboratory, 
Daingerfield,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,111,000"  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,751,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  naval 
ordnance  test  station,  Inyokem,  California,  strike  out 
“$375,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$475,000”. 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties”  with  respect  to  the  naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head 
Maryland,  strike  out  “$780,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$879,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  PTnited  States’  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities” 

with  respect  to  the  naval  station,  Kwajelein,  Marshall  Islands, 
strike  out  “$4,411,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,- 
235,000”.  ■  4 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “communication  facili- 
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ties”,  with  respect  to  the  naval  communication  facility,  Port 
Lyautey,  French  Morocco,  strike  out  ‘‘$2,848,600”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$3,198,600”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as. 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202  “$151.- 
342,400”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$152,763,400'’. 

(d)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$299,512,600”,  “$107,191,300”,' 
“$151,342,400”,  and  “$564,046,300”  and  inserting  re¬ 
spectively  in  place  thereof  “$308,463,600”,  “$108,365,300”, 
“$152,763,400”,  and  “$575,592,300”. 

Sec.  207.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside  the  United 
States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities” 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California, 
strike  out  “$5,984,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,- 


169,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  naval  station,  Long  Beach,  California, 
strike  out  “$2,256,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,- 
623,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  naval  station,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$2,844,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 


“13,340,000”. 
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(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  naval 
air  station,  Miramar,  California,  strike  out  “$8,835,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,040,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  naval 
air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu,  California,  strike  out 
“$1,682,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,010,000”. 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$7,469,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$10,919,000”. 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “communications  facil¬ 
ities”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Station, 
San  Francisco,  California,  strike  out  “$2,029,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$3,779,000”. 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facili¬ 
ties”,  with  respect  to  the  public  works  center,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$443,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$500,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United  States” 
in  section  201,  as  follows: 
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(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  naval  air  station,  Atsugi,  Japan,  strike 
out  “$1,961,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,337,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  section  203,  “$84,043,000”  and 
inserting  in  place  thereof  “$85,939,000”. 

(d)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  402  the 
amounts  “$292,572,000”,  “$61,625,000”,  “$84,043,000”, 
and  “$438,240,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place 
thereof  $303,410,000”,  “$62,001,000”,  “$85,939,000”, 
and  “$451,350,000”. 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  estab¬ 
lish  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquir¬ 
ing,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  projects: 

Inside  the  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
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community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,499,000. 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $723,000. 

Geiger  Eield,  Spokane,  Washington:  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $1,583,000. 

Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow,  Montana:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $3,232,000. 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks,  North 
Dakota:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $5,079,000. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,184,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $614,000. 
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Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan: 
Family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $1,118,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$905,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore¬ 
gon:  Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,299,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,103,000. 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Supply 
facilities  and  community  facilities,  $289,000. 

Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  North  Dakota  :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $6,889,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New 
York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $974,000. 
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Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Troop 
housing,  family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $10,911,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  California:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,082,000. 

Peterson  Field,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado:  Land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $136,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,328,000. 

Presque  Isle  Ah’  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine: 
Community  facilities,  $244,000. 

Bichard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasville,  Wisconsin: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $7,804,000. 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,898,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities  and  supply  facilities,  $248,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Supply 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


37 


facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvement,  $2,149,000. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton  Beach, 
New  York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,144,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin :  Community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $1,024,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,186,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,909,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio: 
Community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$217,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $48,178,000. 
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UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE  ACADEMY 

United  States  Air  Force  Academy,  Colorado  Springs, 
Colorado:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$21,341,000. 

AIR  MATERIAL  COMMAND 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing,  $405,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $10,675,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,911,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$899,000. 

Mallory  Air  Force  Station,  Memphis,  Tennessee: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $1,561,000. 

Marietta  Air  Force  Station,  Marietta,  Pennsylvania : 
Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,438,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


39 


McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $5,042,000. 

Olmsted  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,673,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $20,507,000. 

Rushmore  Air  Force  Station,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Community  facilities,  $56,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,674,000. 

Wilkins  Air  Force  Station,  Shelby,  Ohio:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  $1,960,000. 

Wright-Pafcterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 
and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  groimd  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$2,096,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


40 


ATT?,  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

Eglin  Air  Eorce  Base,  Valparaiso,  Elorida:  Research 
development,  and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $6,784,000. 

AIR  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

Edwards  Air  Eorce  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $1,987,000. 

Holloman  Air  Eorce  Base,  Alamogordo,  New  Mexico: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 
and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $11,869,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Eorce  Base,  Indian  Springs,  Nevada: 
Community  facilities,  $206,000. 

Kirtland  Air  Eorce  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,823,000. 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $4,029,000. 
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Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,988,000. 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $5,109,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama  :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,193,000. 

Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas:  Land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $8,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$489,000. 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $424,000. 

James  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $191,000. 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,209,000. 
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Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,110,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  suppfy 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land 
acquisition,  $8,249,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $763,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia  :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $938,000. 

Kellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Community 
facilities,  $436,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Bandolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,858,000. 

Beese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$5,909,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Community 
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facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition, 
and  real  estate  improvements,  $1,480,000. 

Sheppard  Air  F orce  Base  ,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$4,442,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Troop  housing, 
and  community  facilities,  $1,945,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma  :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,977,000. 

Vincent  Air  Force  Base,  Yuma,  Arizona:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $13,156,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,118,000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$865,000. 
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AIR  UNIVERSITY 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama :  Land 
acquisition,  $300,000. 

continental  air  command 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $247,000. 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  es¬ 
tate  improvements,  $963,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Aeronautical  chart  and  information  center,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri:  Utilities  and  groimd  improvements,  $60,000. 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $920,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,216,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,089,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey: 
Maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $595,000. 
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STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus;  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community 
facilities,  $848,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facilities, 
$3,844,000. 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $9,680,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  supply 
facilities,  $1,487,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 
$5,557,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas : 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $11,516,000. 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Opera- 
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tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $10,009,000.  ■ 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,249,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California :  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and 
real  estate  improvements,  $3,326,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $536,000. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,468,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,411,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $14,759,000. 
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Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  $100,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $2,258,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  $1,480,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $1,357,000. 

Cray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $34,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $19,389,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $380,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Georgia:  Troop 
housing  and  community  facilities,  $994,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana: 
Beal  estate  improvements,  $179,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $13,112,000. 
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Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Bio,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  $250,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Land 
acquisition,  $37,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,364,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $7,322,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $936,000. 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,518,000. 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  troop 
housing,  $2,372,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home, 
Idaho:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,022,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili- 
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ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $7,681,000. 

Pinecastle  Air  Force  Base,  Orlando,  Florida:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,271,000. 

Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburgh,  New  York: 
Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$931,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,344,000. 

Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,892,000. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $3,528,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,628,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
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facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $9,697,000. 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachu¬ 
setts  :  Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$2,073,000. 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$235,000. 

TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $2,149,000. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greeneville,  South  Carolina: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $1,623,000. 

England  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana:  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,- 
558,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $760,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Supply 
facilities,  and  communitiy  facilities,  $2,478,000. 
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Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Supply 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,255,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Carolina:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$1,204,000. 

Sewart  Air  F orce  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee :  Community 
facilities,  $745,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North 
Carolina:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $11,535,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina  :  Troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities,  $1,184,000. 

Wendover  Air  Force  Base,  Wendover,  Utah:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,252,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$229,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


52 


housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $22,148,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base :  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  $430,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$4,742,000. 

Galena  Airfield:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$350,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Community  facilities,  $1,630,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $11,500,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $1,366,000. 

CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Howard  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  $1,400,000. 
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FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,642,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$17,024,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $15,006,000. 

STATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Andersen  Air  Force  Base,  Guam:  Community  facilities, 
$820,000. 

Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition,  $2,975,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$59,613,000. 
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UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 
Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $34,960,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$170,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 
Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$70,000,000. 

RESEARCH,  DEVELOPMENT,  AND  TEST  FACILITIES 
Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facili¬ 
ties,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,000,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  establish 
or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by 
acquiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  in¬ 
stalling  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land 
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1  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and 

2  equipment  in  the  total  amount  of  $65,000,000. 

3  Sec.  303.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty- third  Congress, 

4  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 

5  United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

6  Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — with 

7  respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan  Station,  Pescadero,  Cali- 

8  fomia,  strike  out  “$224,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

9  “$584,000”. 

10  Under  the.  subheading  “strategic  air  command”— 

11  with  respect  ,to  Clinton-Sherman  Airport,  Clinton,  Okla- 

12  homa,  strike  out  “$11,393,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

13  “$12,686,000”;  and  strike  out  “$1,463,000”  and  insert  in 

14  place  thereof  “$2,756,000”. 

15  Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  com- 
1®  mand” — with  respect  to  Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hemp- 
1^  stead,  New  York,  strike  out  “$729,000”  and  insert  in  place 

18  thereof  “$929,000”;  and  strike  out  “$686,000”  and  insert 

19  in  place  thereof  “$886,000”. 

20  Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 

21  command” — with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 

22  Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$27,478,000”  and  insert  in 
28  place  thereof  “$29,442,000”;  and  strike  out  “$16,192,000” 

24  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$18,156,000”. 

25  (b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
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amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  so  much  as  reads  “$406, 120,000’’  and  “$415,- 
949,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$409,937,000”  and 
“$419,766,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  304.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$1,716,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,717,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  site,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  strike  out  “$7,709,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,220,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,029,000  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,195,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Minot  site,  North  Dakota,  strike 
out  “$6,603,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,268,- 
000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Ox¬ 
nard,  California,  strike  out  “$2,445,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,935,000”; 
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(6)  with  respect  to  Selfridge  Air  Force  Base, 
Mount  Clemens,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$5,526,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,445,000” ; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Youngstown  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$742,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$893,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma, 
Arizona,  strike  out  “$2,107,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,676,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brookley  Air  Force  Base, 
Mobile,  Alabama,  strike  out  “$4,170,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,728,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$15,803,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$16,654,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force  Base, 
Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$9,522,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,970,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force 
Base,  Dayton,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$12,001,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$14,508,000”. 
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Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Eorce  Base, 
Houston,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,438,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,876,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Goodfellow  Air  Eorce  Base, 
San  Angelo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$4,081,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,088,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Greenville  Air  Eorce  Base, 
Greenville,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$500,000  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$545,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Harlingen  Air  Eorce  Base, 
Harlingen,  Texas,  strike  out  “$446,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$529,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  James  Connally  Air  Eorce 
Base,  Waco,  Texas,  strike  out  “$883,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,129,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Mather  Air  Eorce  Base, 
Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$1,516,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,998,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Eeese  Air  Eorce  Base,  Lub¬ 
bock,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,076,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,304,000”; 
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(8)  With  respect  to  Williams  Air  Force  Base, 
Chandler,  Arizona,  strike  out  “$1,215,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,556,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “headquarters  command” — 
with  respect  to  Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$520,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$825,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — with  respect  to  Indian  Springs  Air  Force 
Base  (Kirtland  Auxiliary  Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada, 
strike  out  “$555,500”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$624,- 
500”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas,  strike  out  “$5,929,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,363,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor, 
Maine,  strike  out  “$11,155,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$12,218,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fair- 
field,  California,  strike  out  “$9,769,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$11,473,000”; 
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(4)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Ros¬ 
well,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$6,657,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$8,324,000”. 

Under  the  subheading’  “tactical  air  command’’ — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Alexandria  Air  Force  Base, 
Alexandria,  Louisiana,  strike  out  “$2,684,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,527,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base, 
Peru,  Indiana,  strike  out  “$559,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$611,000”; 

(3 )  with  respect  to  George  Air  Force  Base,  Victor¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$1,598,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,905,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses 
Lake,  Washington,  strike  out  “$4,724,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,197,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Sewart  Air  Force  Base, 
Smyrna,  Tennessee,  strike  out  “$3,589,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,010,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “alaskan  air  command”— 
with  respect  to  Galena  Airfield,  strike  out  “$518,000”  and 


insert  in  place  thereof  “$735,000”. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


61 


Under  the  subheading  “area  control  navigational 
aids” — with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$526,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,394,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$801,256,000”,  “$532,454,000”, 
and  “$1,339,060,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$824,- 
300,000”,  “$533,539,000”,  and  “$1,363,189,000”,  re¬ 
spectively. 

Sec.  305.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Duluth  Municipal  Airport, 
Duluth,  Minnesota,  strike  out  “$863,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,469,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$2,827,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,079,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glas¬ 
gow,  Montana,  strike  out  “$2,470,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,080,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base, 
Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$18,969,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$30,521,000”; 
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(5)  with  respect  to  Grandview  Air  Force  Base, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri,  strike  out  “$1,673,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$1,781,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,156,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,336,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon,  strike  out  “$1,130,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,560,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot, 
North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$21,215,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$27,035,000”; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York,  strike  out  “$3,030,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,409,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base, 
Camarillo,  California,  strike  out  “$2,392,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,779,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport, 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  strike  out  “$2,288,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$2,900,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wis¬ 
consin,  strike  out  “$4,876,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$8,726,000”; 
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(13)  with  respect  to  Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base, 
Oscoda,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$3,278,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,808,000”; 

(14)  with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out 
“$21,510,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,201,000”. 
Under  the  subheading  “aie  mateeiel  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$17,966,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,005,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Searsport  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Searsport,  Maine,  strike  out  “$473,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$745,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Tacoma  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Tacoma,  Washington,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$251,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$5,990,000"  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$,7,763,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “aie  teaining  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Amarillo  Air  Force  Base, 
Amarillo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$17,121,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$26,471,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma, 
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Alabama,  strike  out  “$18,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  Force  Base, 
Wichita  Falls,  Texas,  strike  out  “$24,433,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$33,858,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno, 
Nevada,  strike  out  “$2,221,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,063,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid, 
Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$977,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,064,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  university” — with  respect 
to  Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama,  strike 
out  “$215,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$311,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  atr  com¬ 
mand” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marys¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$13,395,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$15,993,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Mari¬ 
etta,  Georgia,  strike  out  “$345,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof,  “$500,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field, 
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Bedford,  Massachusetts,  strike  out  “$6,939,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,530,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$5,488,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$7,220,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,190,000”; 

( 2 )  with  respect  to  Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced, 
California,  strike  out  “$2,179,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,643,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Columbus  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$14,518,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$15,322,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base, 
Rapid  City,  South  Dakota,  strike  out  “$943,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,075,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Homestead  Air  Force  Base, 
Homestead,  Florida,  strike  out  “$1,694,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,966,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$4,952,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,880,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base, 
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Great  Falls,  Montana,  strike  out  “$1,236,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,586,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Mountain  Home  Air  Force 
Base,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho,  strike  out  “$2,064,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,607,000” ; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Offutt  Ah*  Force  Base,  Omaha, 
Nebraska,  strike  out  “$5,697,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$6,155,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base, 
Plattsburgh,  New  York,  strike  out  “$1,491,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,027,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base, 
Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire,  strike  out  “$661,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$720,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Walker  Ah*  Force  Base, 
Roswell,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$2,791,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,181,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “tactical  air  command” — 
with  respect  to  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  strike  out  “$2,613,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,785,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United 
States”  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “northeast  air  command” — 
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with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$75,650,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$94,197,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  402  the 
amounts  “$742,873,000”,  “$405,061,000”,  and  “$1,360,- 
934,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$811,342,000”, 
“$423,608,000”,  and  “$1,447,950,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  306.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  302  of  the  Act 
of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1012),  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  proceed¬ 
ing  with  construction  made  necessary  by  changes  in  Air 
Force  missions,  new  weapons  developments,  new  and  un¬ 
foreseen  research  and  development  requirements,  or  im¬ 
proved  production  schedules,  if  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
determines  that  deferral  of  such  construction  for  inclusion 
in  the  next  military  construction  authorization  Act  would 
be  inconsistent  with  interests  of  national  security,  and  in 
connection  therewith  to  acquire,  construct,  convert,  rehabili¬ 
tate,  or  install  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  includ¬ 
ing  land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  util¬ 
ities,  and  equipment,  in  the  total  amount  of  $50,000,000: 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  or  his  desig¬ 
nee,  shall  notify  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  immediately  upon 
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reaching  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost  of  con¬ 
struction  of  any  public  work  undertaken  under  this  subsec¬ 
tion,  including  those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto.” 

TITLE  IV 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 
Sec.  401.  The  Secretary  of  each  military  department 
may  proceed  to  establish  or  develop  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties  under  this  Act  without  regard  to  sections  3648  and 
3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  sections 
4774  (d)  and  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 
The  authority  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improve¬ 
ments  on  land  includes  authority  for  surveys,  administration, 
overhead,  planning  and  supervision  incident  to  construction. 
That  authority  may  be  exercised  before  title  to  the  land  is 
approved  under  section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  and  even  though  the  land  is  held  temporarily. 
The  authority  to  acquire  real  estate  or  land  includes  au¬ 
thority  to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire  land,  and  interests 
in  land  (including  temporary  use),  by  gift,  purchase,  ex¬ 
change  of  Government-owned  land,  or  otherwise. 

Sec.  402.  There  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  but 
appropriations  for  public  works  projects  authorized  by  titles 
I,  II,  and  III  shall  not  exceed — 

(1)  for  title  I:  Inside  the  United  States,  $128,- 
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821,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $46,502,000;  sec¬ 
tion  102,  $143,002,000;  section  103,  $5,000,000;  or 
a  total  of  $323,325,000; 

(2)  for  title  II:  Inside  the  United  States,  $281,- 
337,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $81,272,000;  sec¬ 
tion  202,  $67,490,000;  section  203,  $5,000,000;  or  a 
total  of  $435,099,000;  and 

(3)  for  title  III:  Inside  the  United  States,  $509,- 
286,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $228,628,000;  sec¬ 
tion  302,  $65,000,000;  or  a  total  of  $802,914,000. 

Sec.  403.  Any  of  the  amounts  named  in  title  I,  II,  or 

III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned,  he  increased  by  5  per  centum  for  projects  inside  the 
United  States  and  by  10  per  centum  for  projects  outside 
the  United  States.  However,  the  total  cost  of  all  projects 
in  each  such  title  may  not  be  more  than  the  total  amount 
authorized  to  he  appropriated  for  projects  in  that  title. 

Sec.  404.  Whenever — 

( 1 )  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with 
section  2313  (b)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  for 
contracts  made  under  this  Act  for  the  establishment 
or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities  in 
foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out 
of  this  Act ;  and 

(2)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller 
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General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  ade¬ 
quately  auditing  those  contracts;  the  President  may 
exempt  those  contracts  from  the  requirements  of  that 
section. 

Sec.  405.  Contracts  made  by  the  United  States  under 
this  Act  shall  be  awarded,  insofar  as  practicable,  on  a  com¬ 
petitive  basis  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder,  if  the 
national  security  will  not  be  impaired  and  the  award  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  chapter  137  of  title  10,  United  States  Code 
and  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  9,  1955  (69  Stat.  547, 
551). 

Sec.  406.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  a  military  department 
may  acquire  any  interest  in  land  that — 

( 1 )  he  or  his  designee  determines  is  needed  in  the 
interest  of  national  defense ;  and 

(2)  does  not  cost  more  than  $25,000  (exclusive 
of  administrative  costs  and  the  amounts  of  any  deficiency 
judgments) . 

This  section  does  not  authorize  the  acquisition,  as  part  of  the 
same  project,  of  two  or  more  contiguous  parcels  of  land  that 
together  cost  more  than  $25,000. 

(b)  Section  406  of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70 
Stat.  991,  1015)  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  407.  As  of  July  1,  1958,  all  authorizations  for 
military  public  works  to  be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary 
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of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities, 
and  all  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor,  that  are 
contained  in  Acts  approved  before  August  8,  1953,  and 
not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later  authoriza¬ 
tion  are  repealed,  except — 

( 1 )  authorizations  for  public  works  and  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor  that  are  set  forth  in  those  Acts  in  the 
titles  that  contain  the  general  provisions ; 

(2)  the  authorization  for  public  works  projects  as 
to  which  appropriated  funds  have  been  obligated  for 
construction  contracts  in  whole  or  in  part  before  July 
1,  1958,  and  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor; 

(3)  the  authorization  for  the  rental  guaranty  for 
family  housing  in  the  amount  of  $100,000,000  that  is 
contained  in  section  302  of  Public  Law  534,  Eighty- 
second  Congress; 

(4)  the  authorizations  for  public  works  and  the 
appropriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  sections 
2231-2238  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  as  amended 
(50  U.  S.  C.  882,  883,  885,  886)  ; 

(5)  the  authorization  for  the  development  of  the 
Line  of  Communications,  France,  in  the  amount  of 
$60,000,000  that  is  contained  in  title  I,  section  102,  of 
Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress. 
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(6)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  410 
of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1016), 
the  authorization  for  (a)  development  of  classified  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,439,000  that  is  contained  in 
title  I,  section  102,  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951 
(65  Stat.  336,  343),  and  (b)  development  of  classified 
facilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,654,000  that  is  contained 
in  title  I,  section  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952 
(66  Stat.  606,  609) . 

Sec.  408.  Section  515  of  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (69 
Stat.  324,  352),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1957,  1958,  and 
1959,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
respectively,  are  authorized  to  lease  housing  facilities  at  or 
near  military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents,  if  any, 
without  rental  charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  or  his  designee,  that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate 
housing  facilities  at  or  near  such  military  tactical  installa¬ 
tions.  Such  housing  facilities  shall  be  leased  on  a  family  or 
individual  unit  basis  and  not  more  than  five  thousand  of  such 
units  may  be  so  leased  at  any  one  time.  Expenditures  for 
the  rental  of  such  housing  facilities  may  he  made  out  of  ap- 
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propriations  available  for  maintenance  and  operation  but 
may  not  exceed  $150  a  month  for  any  such  unit.” 

Sec.  409.  (a)  Family  quarters  to  be  constructed  under 
the  authority  of  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  the  Act  of  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1 119) ,  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor 
area  limitations  respectively  prescribed  in  sections  4774, 
7574,  and  9774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 

(b)  Section  404  of  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68 
Stat.  1119,  1125) ,  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  410.  Title  10,  United  States  Code,  is  amended  as 
follows : 

(a)  Section  4774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Army  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(b)  Section  7574  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“(d)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members 
of  the  Navy  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


74 


(c)  Section  9774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“  (f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Air  Force  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net 
floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

Sec.  411.  Section  419  of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956 
(70  Stat.  991,  1018)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  419.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this 
Act  or  of  any  other  provision  of  law  except  a  provision  of 
law  hereafter  enacted  expressly  in  limitation  hereof,  no  con¬ 
tract  shall  be  entered  into  by  the  United  States  for  the  con¬ 
struction  or  acquisition  of  family  housing  units  under  title  IV 
of  the  Housing  Amendments  of  1955,  as  amended,  by  or  for 
the  use  of  military  or  civilian  personnel  of  any  of  the  military 
services  unless — 

“  ( 1 )  the  Secretary  of  Defense  has  submitted  to 
the  Armed  Services  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  a  written  report  stating 
the  intent  to  construct  or  acquire  such  units,  certifying 
that  the  number  of  units  to  be  constructed  or  acquired  is 
consistent  with  the  long  range  troop  strength  to  be  sta¬ 
tioned  at  the  location  of  such  units,  and  showing  the 
location,  number,  and  estimated  cost  of  such  housing 
units,  and  the  existing  housing  at  such  location;  and 
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“(2)  a  fifteen-day  period  has  elapsed  since  the 
submission  of  such  report.” 

Sec.  412.  The  second  paragraph  of  section  407  of  the 
Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119,  1125),  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  from  appropriations  otherwise  available 
for  the  payment  of  quarters  allowances  for  military  per¬ 
sonnel  and  from  appropriate  allotments  or  rental  charges 
for  civilian  personnel,  amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allow¬ 
ances  or  allotments  otherwise  payable  to  or  the  rental 
charges  collected  from  personnel  occupying  any  housing 
constructed  or  acquired  under  authority  of  this  section  after 
deducting  amounts  chargeable  for  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  such  housing:  Provided,  That  such  payments 
shall  not  exceed  the  dollar  equivalent  of  the  value  of  the 
foreign  currencies  used  for  all  such  construction  or 
acquisition.” 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Mat  2, 1957 

Mr.  Vinson  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services 


A  BILL 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations,  and 

for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  TITLE  I 

4  Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish 

5  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 

6  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per- 

7  manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara- 

8  tion,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equipment,  for  the  following 

9  projects : 
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Inside  the  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 
(Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  housing, 
$2,288,000. 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Alabama:  Utilities,  $2,015,- 

000. 

Jet  propulsion  laboratory,  California:  Utilities,  $130,- 

000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Supply  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $758,000. 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebraska:  Maintenance  facility, 
$249,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research  and 
development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $16,- 
530,000. 

(Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Operational  facility, 
land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $595,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $464,000. 

Port  Lee,  Virginia:  Operational  facility,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  facility,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $6,229,000. 
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Seattle  Quartermaster  Market  Center,  Washington- : 
Land  acquisition,  $40,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California :  Operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $110,000. 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas:  Operational  facility, 
and  land  acquisition,  $95,000. 

(Chemical  Corps) 

Fort  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $627,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing,  $54,- 

000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Troop  housing,  $1,936,000. 
(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Cold  regions  laboratory,  Hanover,  New  Hampshire :  Ke- 
search  and  development  facility,  $2,496,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  training 
facility,  and  maintenance  facility,  $1,654,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Utilities,  $765,- 

000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Operational  facilities, 
$1,169,000. 

Charleston  TC  Depot,  South  Carolina :  Operational 


facilities,  $306,000. 
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Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  administrative  facility,  and  utilities,  $3,039,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  California:  Medical  facility, 
$602,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center,  Colorado:  Troop 
housing,  $937,000. 

Walter  Feed  Medical  Center,  Washington,  D.  C.:  Util¬ 
ities,  $1,920,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 

(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts :  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities,  $6,866,000. 

Fort  Dix,  New  Jersey:  Maintenance  facilities,  $303,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation,  Virginia:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $153,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,205,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Administrative  facil¬ 
ity,  troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  $2,652,000. 

Fort  Ritchie,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $820,000. 


5 


1  (Third  Army  Area) 

2  Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Operational  facilities,  and  main- 

3  tenance  facilities,  $1,583,000. 

4  Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Operational  and  mainte- 

5  nance  facilities,  $1,051,000. 

6  Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  main- 

7  tenance  facilities,  ground  improvements,  and  utilities, 

8  $5,117,000. 

9  Fort  Bucker,  Alabama  :  Operational  facilities,  and  troop 

10  housing,  $7,549,000. 

11  Fort  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  $3,691,000. 

12  (Fourth  Army  Area) 

13  Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili- 

14  ties,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  medical  facility, 

15  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 

16  and  utilities,  $7,704,000. 

17  Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili- 

18  ties,  administrative  facility,  maintenance  facilities,  com- 

19  munity  facility,  and  utilities,  $2,362,000. 

20  Fort  Polk,  Louisiana:  Operational  facilities,  mainte- 

21  nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $7,734,000. 

22  (Fifth  Army  Area) 

23  Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Troop  housing  and  utilities, 


24  $3,022,000. 
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Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Utilities,  $336,000. 

Fort  Riley,  Kansas:  Operational  facility,  maintenance 
facility,  and  troop  housing,  $2,525,000. 

Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Missouri:  Troop  housing, 
$4,663,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facility, 
and  utilities,  $1,487,000. 

Fort  Ord,  California:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $7,066,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  New  York:  Utilities, 

$1,666,000. 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facility,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,056,000. 

( Tactical  Installations ) 

Various  locations:  Family  housing,  $1,736,000. 

(Tactical  Installations  Support  Facilities) 

Various  locations:  Operational  facility,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  facilities,  storage  facilities,  community 
facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $8,466,000. 
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(Outside  Continental  United  States) 
(Alaskan  Area) 

Alaska  general :  Family  housing,  $658,000. 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base :  Administrative  facility, 
$248,000. 

Fort  Greely:  Maintenance  facility,  $891,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Family  housing,  $1,878,000. 

Fort  Richardson:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cility,  family  housing,  and  utilities,  $6,447,000. 

Tactical  installations:  Family  housing,  $4,910,000. 

(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Hawaii :  Medical  facilities, 
$154,000. 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 

Fort  Buchanan,  Puerto  Rico:  Community  facility,  and 
utilities,  $273,000. 

Fort  Gulick,  Canal  Zone :  Community  facility,  $289,000. 

(United  States  Army,  Europe) 

Various  locations:  Maintenance  facilities,  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  $20,754,000. 

(Army  Forces  Far  East) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facilities,  training  facil¬ 
ities,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  troop  housing, 
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community  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $10,000,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  ac¬ 
quiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $143,002,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or 
develop  research  and  development  installations  and  facilities 
by  proceeding  with  construction  made  necessary  by  new  and 
unforeseen  research  and  development  requirements,  if  the 
Secretaiy  of  Defense  determines  that  deferral  of  such  con¬ 
struction  for  inclusion  in  the  next  military  construction  au¬ 
thorization  act  would  he  inconsistent  with  interests  of  national 
security,  and  in  connection  therewith  to  acquire,  construct, 
convert,  rehabilitate,  or  install  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  in  the  total  amount 
of  $5,000,000.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army,  or  his  designee, 
shall  notify  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  House  of  Representatives  immediately  upon  reach¬ 
ing  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost  of  construction 
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of  any  public  work  undertaken  under}  this  section,  including 
those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto. 

Sec.  104.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
purchase  out  of  appropriations  available  for  military  con¬ 
struction  family  housing  including  necessary  land  at,  or  near, 
military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents.  Not 
more  than  300  units  of  such  housing  may  be  purchased 
under  this  section.  Space  limitations  per  unit  will  be  in 
accordance  with  subsections  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section 
4774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  and  cost  limitations 
as  now  or  hereafter  established  for  military  housing  con¬ 
structed  with  appropriated  fupds. 

I 

Sec.  105.  (a)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  in  section  101,  as  follows:  under  the  subheading 
“technical  services  facilities  (Ordnance  Corps)  ”, 
with  respect  to  Red  River  Arsenal,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$1,808,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,212,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$44,003,000”  and  “$133,671,000”  and 
H.  R.  7130 - 2 
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inserting  in  place  thereof  “$44,407,000”  and  “$134,075,- 
000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  106.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Signal  Corps)”  with  respect  to  Department  of  the 
Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$2,360,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,137,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Military  Academy)  ”  with  respect  to  United  States  Military 
Academy,  New  York,  strike  out  “$9,950,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$11,983,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$129,096,000”  and  “$236,060,000” 
and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$131,906,000”  and  “$238,- 
870,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  107.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)  ” — 
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(1)  with  respect  to  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground, 
Maryland,  strike  out  “$1,736,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,039,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$212,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — with  respect  to  Fort  Lee, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$8,589,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,874,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Chemical  Corps)  ” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland, 
strike  out  “$452,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$525,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dugway  Proving  Ground, 
Utah,  strike  out  “$1,129,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,491,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Transportation  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$1,055,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,240,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Eustis,  Virginia,  strike 
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out  “$6,597,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,- 
072,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  (Med¬ 
ical  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medical  Center, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$549,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$876,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$333,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$669,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Walter  Beed  Army  Medical 
Center,  District  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$3,557,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,472,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  (Sec¬ 
ond  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Port  Holabird,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$612,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$800,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Fourth  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Fort  Hood,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$12,922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$14,283,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Fifth  Army  Area)  ” — 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


13 


(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Carson,  Colorado,  strike 
out  “$7,487,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,621,- 
000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 
strike  out  “$8,615,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,893,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Camp  Lucas,  Michigan,  strike 
out  “$145,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$193,000”. 
Under  the  subheading  “field  foeces  facilities 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project)  ” — with  respect 
to  various  installations,  strike  out  “$3,014,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,204,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “Alaskan  Area” — with  respect  to 
Wildwood  Station  (Kenai)  strike  out  “$469,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$559,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$225,277,000”,  “$74,984,000”,  and 
“$534,254,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$234,820,- 
000”,  “$75,074,000”,  and  “$543,887,000”,  respectively. 
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Sec.  108.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside  the  United 
States”  in  section  101  as  follows : 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$88,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$136,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Bedstone  Arsenal,  Alabama, 
strike  out  “$6,159,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$8,593,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Atlanta  General  Depot,  strike 
out  “$832,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$984,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Worth  General  Depot, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$1,285,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,847,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Fourth  Army  Area)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Bliss,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$5,301,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,293,000”, 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma,  strike  out 
“$4,173,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,798,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 
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strike  out  “$1,092,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

“$1,373,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  102,  “$200,- 
783,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$203,331,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  402  the  amounts  “$86,916,000”,  “$200,783,000”,  and 
“$323,462,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,010,- 
000”,  “$203,331,000”,  and  “$334,104,000”,  respectively. 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish 
or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 
constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  perma¬ 
nent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  for  the  following 
projects : 

Inside  the  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  engineering  experiment  station,  Annapolis,  Mary¬ 
land:  Development  and  test  facilities,  $618,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Bremerton,  Washington:  Drydock, 
$25,438,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities, 
$1,452,000. 
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David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock,  Maryland: 
Utilities,  $115,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California:  Facilities  for 
remedying  effects  of  ground  subsidence,  $4,660,000. 

Naval  submarine  base,  New  London,  Connecticut: 
Waterfront  facibties,  $2,966,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $2,998,000. 

Naval  shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Medical 
facilities,  $391,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Housing,  $1,326,000. 

Naval  station,  Long  Beach,  California:  Waterfront 
facilities,  $544,000. 

Naval  station,  Newport,  Bhode  Island:  Housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities  and  utilities,  $3,312,000. 

Naval  base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities, 
$7,808,000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

(Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $566,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Operational 
facilities,  $140,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Utilities,  $293,000. 
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Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $160,000. 

Navy  auxiliary  air  station,  Meridian,  Mississippi: 
Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $15,- 
067,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana: 
Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $3,653,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  waterfront  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,225,000. 

Navy  auxiliary  air  station,  Saufley  Field,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 

(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  $185,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $180,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$7,751,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cliincoteague,  Virginia:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,818,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  Crows  Landing,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 


H.  R.  7130 - 3 
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Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Edenton,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  $199,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,774,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Eallon,  Nevada:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,199,000. 

Naval  seaplane  facility,  Hertford,  North  Carolina:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  supply  facilities,  hous¬ 
ing,  and  utilities,  $8,051,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  $39,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  $130,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Lemoore,  California:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $30,594,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Mayport,  Florida:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $384,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar,  California:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  $3,401,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $5,467,000. 

Naval  air  station,  North  Island,  San  Diego,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $7,964,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Operational  and 
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training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,975,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point,  Rhode  Island:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $882,000. 

Naval  auxiliary  landing  field,  San  Clemente  Island, 
California:  Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $9,448,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  South  San  Diego  Bay,  California: 
Waterfront  facilities,  $6,795,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,433,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beaufort,  South 
Carolina:  Operational  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $2,632,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Caro¬ 
lina:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $6,503,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $3,736,000. 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $7,- 
080,000. 
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Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $132,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  air  development  center,  Johnsville,  Pennsylvania: 
Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $2,209,000. 

Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu,  California: 
Operational  facilities  (including  operational  facilities  on  San 
Nicolas  Island)  and  land  acquisition,  $7,669,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Electronics  supply  office,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $92,000. 

Naval  ordnance  supply  office,  Mechanicsburg,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania:  Administrative  facilities,  $155,000. 

Aviation  supply  office,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  :  Ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  $550,000. 

MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $140,000. 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow,  California :  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing, 
and  utilities,  $8,001,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina: 
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Operational  and  training  facilities,  medical  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities,  $5,147,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $3,199,000. 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California :  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,469,000. 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Community 
facilities,  development  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $2,213,000. 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego,  California: 
Training  facilities,  $116,000. 

Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twenty-Nine'  Palms, 
California:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $2,331,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Bangor,  Washington:  Utili¬ 
ties,  $316,000. 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  China  Lake,  California: 
Supply  facilities,  $114,000. 

Naval  ordnance  laboratory,  Corona,  California:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $494,000. 

Ordnance  aero  physics  laboratory,  Daingerfield,  Texas  : 
Research  and  development  facilities,  $2,649,000. 
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Applied  physics  laboratory,  Howard  County,  Maryland: 
Research  and  development  facilities,  $1,452,000. 

Naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Maintenance 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $723,000. 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 
Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Housing,  $1,- 
602,000. 

Naval  receiving  station,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Housing,  $1,225,000. 

Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training 
facilities,  and  housing,  $5,598,000. 

Naval  training  center,  San  Diego,  California  :  Training 
facilities,  and  housing,  $5,375,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 
Naval  communication  station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  $443,000. 

Naval  communication  station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island: 
Operational  facilities,  $1,397,000. 

Naval  communication  station,  San  Diego,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  $100,000. 

Naval  communication  center,  Stockton,  California:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Naval  radio  station,  Washington  County,  Maine:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $13,982,000. 
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OFFICE  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 
Naval  research  laboratory,  District  of  Columbia:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $180,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities,  $332,- 

000. 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $3,- 
244,000. 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port  Hneneme, 
California:  Supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 
$759,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Ha¬ 
waii:  Waterfront  facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $6,- 
076,000. 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  hospital  facilities,  housing  and  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,287,000. 

Naval  station,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 
Housing  and  community  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
ground  improvements,  $8,993,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


24 


FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska  :  Hospital  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $4,665,000. 

Commander-in-Chief  Pacific,  Headquarters,  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Administrative  facilities  and 
utilities,  $332,000. 

Naval  station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities,  $4,- 
699,000. 

Naval  station,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico:  Utilities,  $190,- 

000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  air  station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  $428,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Family  housing  and 
community  facilities,  $13,778,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Barber’s  Point,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Operational  facilities,  $2,088,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Cubi  Point,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 
Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $149,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Operational 
facilities,  $5,730,000. 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Oahu,  Territory 
of  Hawaii:  Operational  facilities,  $249,000. 

Naval  station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Operational 
facilities,  $69,000, 
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Naval  station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Operational  facilities,  $69,000. 

Naval  air  facility,  Naha,  Okinawa:  Waterfront  facilities 
at  White  Beach,  $504,000. 

Naval  air  station,  Roosevelt  Hoads,  Puerto  Rico:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  housing,  utilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $15,182,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Supply  facilities, 
$1,550,000. 

Naval  station,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community 
facilities,  $884,000. 

Naval  supply  depot,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine 
Islands:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,098,000 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$904,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  communication  station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Housing, 
$1,053,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Operational  facilities, 
and  housing,  $898,000. 
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Naval  communication  station,  Finegayan,  Guam,  Mari¬ 
ana  Islands :  Housing,  $594,000. 

Naval  security  group  activity,  Istanbul,  Turkey:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  and  housing,  $130,000. 

Naval  security  group  activity,  Sakata,  Japan:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $69,000. 

Naval  security  group  activity,  southern  Japan:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $726,000. 

Naval  radio  station,  Wahiawa,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Ha¬ 
waii:  Operational  facilities,  $4,392,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Public  works  center,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities, 
$1,093,000. 

Public  works  center,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands:  Maintenance  facilities,  $393,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  con¬ 
structing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent 
or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site 
preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  in  the 
total  amount  of  $67,490,000. 

Sec.  203.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish 
or  develop  research  and  development  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties  by  proceeding  with  construction  made  necessary  by  new 
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and  unforeseen  research  and  development  requirements, 
if  the  Secretary  of  Defense  determines  that  deferral  of  such 
construction  for  inclusion  in  the  next  military  construction 
authorization  Act  would  be  inconsistent  with  interests  of 
national  security,  and  in  connection  therewith  to  acquire, 
construct,  convert,  rehabilitate,  or  install  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site 
preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  in  the 
total  amount  of  $5,000,000.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
or  his  designee,  shall  notify  the  Committees  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  immediately 
upon  reaching  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost  of 
construction  of  any  public  work  undertaken  under  this 
section,  including  those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto. 

Sec.  204.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “yakds  and  docks  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  “Various  locations”,  strike  out  “$4,500,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,460,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202,  “$86,- 
397,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,489,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of 
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section  402  the  amounts  “$138,133,000”,  “$86,397,- 
000”,  and  “$256,875,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in 
place  thereof,  “$139,143,000”,  “$95,489,000”,  and 

“$266,927,000”. 

Sec.  205.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”  with 
respect  to  the  naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$225,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$369,000”;  with  respect  to  the  Marine  Corps  air  station, 
El  Toro,  California,  strike  out  “$1,675,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,030,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  naval 
air  station,  Glenview,  Illinois,  strike  out  “$70,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$170,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out,  in  section  202,  “$63,- 
358,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$70,656,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$102,956,000”,  “$63,358,000”,  “$202,- 
807,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof  “$103, 
555,000”,  “$70,656,000”,  and  “$210,704,000”. 
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Sec.  206.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  naval  repair  facility,  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$629,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,099,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  naval  station,  Orange,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$399,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$563,000”. 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Naval  Air  Training  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  naval 
auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,686,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,292,000”;  and  with 
respect  to  the  naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia,  Loui¬ 
siana,  strike  out  “$24,361,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$26,871,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  naval 
air  station,  Alameda,  California,  strike  out  “$3,729,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,217,000”;  with  respect  to 
the  naval  air  station,  Moffett  Field,  California,  strike  out 
“$2,581,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,355,000”; 
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and  with  respect  to  the  outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field, 
Duval  County,  Florida,  strike  out  “$1,087,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,587,000”. 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  naval 
air  station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey,  strike  out  “$16,311,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$17,911,000”. 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “ordnance  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  naval  ordnance  aerophysics  laboratory, 
Daingerfield,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,111,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,751,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  naval 
ordnance  test  station,  Inyokem,  California,  strike  out 
“$375,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$475,000”. 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties”  with  respect  to  the  naval  powder  factory,  Indian  Head 
Maryland,  strike  out  “$780,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$879,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Cong  ress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities” 

with  respect  to  the  naval  station,  Kwajelein,  Marshall  Islands, 
strike  out  “$4,411,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,- 
235,000”.  ,  - 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “communication  facili- 
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ties”,  with  respect  to  the  naval  communication  facility,  Port 
Lyautey,  French  Morocco,  strike  out  “$2,848,600”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$3,198,600”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202  “$151,- 
342,400”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$152,763,400”. 

(d)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$299,512,600”,  “$107,191,300”, 
“$151,342,400”,  and  “$564,046,300”  and  inserting  re¬ 
spectively  in  place  thereof  “$308,463,600”,  “$108,365,300”, 
“$152,763,400”,  and  “$575,592,300”. 

Sec.  207.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside  the  United 
States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyakd  facilities” 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California, 
strike  out  “$5,984,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,- 
169,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  naval  station,  Long  Beach,  California, 
strike  out  “$2,256,000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$2,- 
623,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  naval  station,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$2,844,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,340,000”. 
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(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  naval 
air  station,  Miramar,  California,  strike  out  “$8,835,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,040,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  naval 
air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu,  California,  strike  out 
“$1,682,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,010,000”. 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$7,469,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$10,919,000”. 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “communications  facil¬ 
ities”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Station, 
San  Francisco,  California,  strike  out  “$2,029,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$3,779,000”. 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facili¬ 
ties”,  with  respect  to  the  public  works  center,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$443,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$500,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United  States” 
in  section  201,  as  follows: 
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(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  naval  air  station,  Atsugi,  Japan,  strike 
out  “$1,961,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,337,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  section  203,  “$84,043,000”  and 
inserting  in  place  thereof  “$85,939,000”. 

(d)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  402  the 
amounts  “$292,572,000”,  “$61,625,000”,  “$84,043,000”, 
and  “$438,240,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place 
thereof  $303,410,000”,  “$62,001,000”,  “$85,939,000”, 
and  “$451,350,000”.  . 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  estab¬ 
lish  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquir¬ 
ing,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per- 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  projects: 

Inside  the  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
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community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,499,000. 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont: 'Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup- 
ply  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $723,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $1,583,000. 

Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow,  Montana:  Opera- 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $3,232,000. 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks,  North 
Dakota:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $5,079,000. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,184,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bafael,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $614,000. 
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1  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan: 

2  Family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 

3  ground  improvements,  $1,118,000. 

4  K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan: 

5  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 

6  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 

7  $905,000. 

8  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore- 

9  gon:  Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
qo  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 

H  $1,299,000. 

12  McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Opera- 

13  tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 

14  ground  improvements,  $2,103,000. 

15  McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Supply 

16  facilities  and  community  facilities,  $289,000. 

17  Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  North  Dakota:  Opera- 

18  tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 

19  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facili- 

20  ties,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve- 

21  ments,  $6,889,000. 

22  Niagara  Falls  Mimicipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New 

23  York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 

24  and  ground  improvements,  $974,000. 
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Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Troop 
housing,  family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $10,911,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  California:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,082,000. 

Peterson  Field,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado:  Land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $136,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon : 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,328,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine: 
Community  facilities,  $244,000. 

Bichard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasville,  Wisconsin: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $7,804,000. 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,898,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities  and  supply  facilities,  $248,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Supply 
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1  facilities,  community  facilities,  .utilities  and  ground  improve- 

2  ments,  and  real  estate  improvement,  $2,149,000. 

3  Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton  Beach, 

4  New  York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities 

5  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,144,000. 

6  '  Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin :  Community  facilities, 

7  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate  improve- 

8  ments,  $1,024,000. 

9  Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Main- 

10  tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 

11  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,186,000. 

12  Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan :  Opera- 

13  tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 

14  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 

15  and  ground  improvements,  $2,909,000. 

10  Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio: 

17  Community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 

18  $217,000. 

19  Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 

20  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili- 

21  ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 

22  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acqui- 
22  sition,  $48,178,000. 

H.  B.  7130 - 6 
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UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE  ACADEMY 

United  States  Air  Force  Academy,  Colorado  Springs, 
Colorado:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$21,341,000. 

AIR  MATERIAL  COMMAND 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing,  $405,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne,  New  York:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $10,675,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,911,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$899,000. 

Mallory  Air  Force  Station,  Memphis,  Tennessee: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $1,561,000. 

Marietta  Air  Force  Station,  Marietta,  Pennsylvania: 
Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,438,000. 
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McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $5,042,000. 

Olmsted  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,673,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $20,507,000. 

Rushmore  Air  Fortfe  Station,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Community  facilities,  $56,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,674,000. 

Wilkins  Air  Force  Station,  Shelby,  Ohio:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  $1,960,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 
and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$2,096,000. 
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1  AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

2  Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Research 

3  development,  and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 

4  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 

5  acquisition,  $6,784,000. 

6  AIR  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

7  Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Opera- 

8  tional  and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test 

9  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im- 

10  provements,  $1,987,000. 

11  Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  Hew  Mexico: 

12  Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 

13  and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  conununity  facilities,  and 

14  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $11,869,000. 

15  Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base,  Indian  Springs,  Nevada : 

16  Community  facilities,  $206,000. 

17  Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico: 

18  Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 

19  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,823,000. 

20  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts: 

21  Operational,  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 

22  research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 

23  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 

24  land  acquisition,  $4,029,000. 
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Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,988,000. 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $5,109,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,193,000. 

Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas:  Land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $8,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$489,000. 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $424,000. 

James  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $191,000. 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,209,000. 
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Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,110,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land 
acquisition,  $8,249,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $763,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $938,000. 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Community 
facilities,  $436,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Bandolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,858,000. 

Beese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$5,909,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Community 
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facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition, 
and  real  estate  improvements,  $1,480,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base  ,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  commimity  facilities,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$4,442,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Troop  housing, 
and  community  facilities,  $1,945,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,977,000. 

Vincent  Air  Force  Base,  Yuma,  Arizona:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $13,156,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,118,000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$865,000. 
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AIR  UNIVERSITY 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama :  Land 
acquisition,  $300,000. 

CONTINENTAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $247,000. 

Mitcliel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  es¬ 
tate  improvements,  $963,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 
Aeronautical  chart  and  information  center,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri:  Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $60,000. 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $920,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,216,000. 

Dover  AkdForce  Base,  Dover,  Delaware:  Operational 

/ 

and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,089,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey: 
Maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $595,000. 
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STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma  :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community 
facilities,  $848,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana : 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facilities, 
$3,344,000. 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $9,680,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  supply 
facilities,  $1,487,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 
$5,557,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas : 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $11,516,000. 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Opera- 
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tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $10,009,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,249,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California :  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and 
real  estate  improvements,  $3,326,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $536,000. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,468,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona :  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,411,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $14,759,000. 
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Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  $100,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $2,258,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  $1,480,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $1,357,000. 

Gray  Air  F orce  Base,  Killeen,  Texas :  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $34,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $19,389,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $380,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Georgia:  Troop 
housing  and  community  facilities,  $994,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana: 
Real  estate  improvements,  $179,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $13,112,000. 
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Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Bio,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  $250,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Land 
acquisition,  $37,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,364,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $7,322,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $936,000. 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,518,000. 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Biverside,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  troop 
housing,  $2,372,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home, 
Idaho:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,022,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili- 
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ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $7,681,000. 

Pinecastle  Air  Force  Base,  Orlando,  Florida:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,271,000. 

Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburgh,  New  York: 
Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$931,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,344,000. 

Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,892,000. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $3,528,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,628,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
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facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $9,697,000. 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachu¬ 
setts  :  Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$2,073,000. 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri :  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$235,000. 

TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $2,149,000. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greeneville,  South  Carolina: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $1,623,000. 

England  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana:  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,- 
558,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $760,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Supply 
facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $2,478,000. 
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Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Supply 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,255,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Carolina:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$1,204,000. 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee :  Community 
facilities,  $745,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North 
Carolina:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $11,535,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina:  Troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities,  $1,184,000. 

Wendover  Air  Force  Base,  Wendover,  Utah:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $3,252,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$229,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
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housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $22,148,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  $430,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$4,742,000. 

Galena  Airfield:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$350,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Community  facilities,  $1,630,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $11,500,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $1,366,000. 

CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Howard  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Operational  and 


training  facilities,  $1,400,000. 
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FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,642,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$17,024,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $15,006,000. 

STATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Andersen  Air  Force  Base,  Guam:  Community  facilities, 
$820,000. 

Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition,  $2,975,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$59,613,000. 
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UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  BUROPE 
Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $34,960,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$170,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 
Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities;  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$70,000,000. 

RESEARCH,  DEVELOPMENT,  AND  TEST  FACILITIES 
Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facili¬ 
ties,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,000,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  establish 
or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by 
acquiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  in¬ 
stalling  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land 
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acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and 
equipment  in  the  total  amount  of  $65,000,000. 

Sec.  303.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — with 
respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan  Station,  Pescadero,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$224,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$584,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 
with  respect  .to  Clinton-Sherman  Airport,  Clinton,  Okla¬ 
homa,  strike  out  “$11,393,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$12,686,000”;  and  strike  out  “$1,463,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,756,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  com¬ 
mand” — with  respect  to  Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hemp¬ 
stead,  New  York,  strike  out  “$729,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$929,000”;  and  strike  out  “$686,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$886,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$27,478,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$29,442,000”;  and  strike  out  “$16,192,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$18,156,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
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amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  so  much  as  reads  “$406,120,000”  and  “$415,- 
949,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$409,937,000”  and 
“$419,766,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  304.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

0 

(1)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$1,716,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,717,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  site,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  strike  out  “$7,709,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,220,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,029,000  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,195,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Minot  site,  North  Dakota,  strike 
out  “$6,603,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,268,- 
000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Ox¬ 
nard,  California,  strike  out  “$2,445,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,935,000”; 
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(6)  with  respect  to  Selfridge  Air  Force  Base, 
Mount  Clemens,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$5,526,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,445,000” ; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Youngstown  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$742,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$893,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma, 
Arizona,  strike  out  “$2,107,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,676,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brookley  Air  Force  Base, 
Mobile,  Alabama,  strike  out  “$4,170,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,728,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$15,803,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$16,654,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force  Base, 
Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$9,522,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,970,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force 
Base,  Dayton,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$12,001,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$14,508,000”. 
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Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base, 
Houston,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,438,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,876,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base, 
San  Angelo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$4,081,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,088,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Greenville  Air  Force  Base, 
Greenville,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$500,000  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$545,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Harlingen  Air  Force  Base, 
Harlingen,  Texas,  strike  out  “$446,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$529,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  James  Connally  Air  Force 
Base,  Waco,  Texas,  strike  out  “$883,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,129,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Mather  Air  Force  Base, 
Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$1,516,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,998,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lub¬ 
bock,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,076,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,304,000”; 
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(8)  With  respect  to  Williams  Air  Force  Base, 
Chandler,  Arizona,  strike  out  “$1,215,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,556,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “headquarters  command” — 
with  respect  to  Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$520,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$825,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — with  respect  to  Indian  Springs  Air  Force 
Base  (Kirtland  Auxiliary  Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada, 
strike  out  “$555,500”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$624,- 
500”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas,  strike  out  “$5,929,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,363,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor, 
Maine,  strike  out  “$11,155,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$12,218,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fair- 
field,  California,  strike  out  “$9,769,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$11,473,000”; 
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(4)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Ros¬ 
well,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$6,657,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$8,324,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “tactical  air  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Alexandria  Air  Force  Base, 
Alexandria,  Louisiana,  strike  out  “$2,684,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,527,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base, 
Peru,  Indiana,  strike  out  “$559,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$611,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  George  Air  Force  Base,  Victor¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$1,598,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,905,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses 
Lake,  Washington,  strike  out  “$4,724,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,197,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Sewart  Air  Force  Base, 
Smyrna,  Tennessee,  strike  out  “$3,589,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,010,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  Amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “alaskan  air  command” — 
with  respect  to  Galena  Airfield,  strike  out  “$518,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$735,000”. 
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Under  the  subheading  “area  control  navigational 
aids” — with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$526,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,394,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$801,256,000”,  “$532,454,000”, 
and  “$1,339,060,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$824,- 
300,000”,  “$533,539,000”,  and  “$1,363,189,000”,  re¬ 
spectively. 

Sec.  305.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Duluth  Municipal  Airport, 
Duluth,  Minnesota,  strike  out  “$863,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,469,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Eield,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$2,827,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,079,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glas¬ 
gow,  Montana,  strike  out  “$2,470,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,080,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base, 
Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$18,969,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$30,521,000”; 
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(5)  with  respect  to  Grandview  Air  Force  Base, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri,  strike  out  “$1,673,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$1,781,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,156,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,336,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon,  strike  out  “$1,130,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,560,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot, 
North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$21,215,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$27,035,000”; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York,  strike  out  “$3,030,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,409,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base, 
Camarillo,  California,  strike  out  “$2,392,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,779,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport, 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  strike  out  “$2,288,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$2,900,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wis¬ 
consin,  strike  out  “$4,876,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$8,726,000”; 
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(13)  with  respect  to  Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base, 
Oscoda,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$3,278,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,808,000”; 

(14)  with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out 
“$2 1,510,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,201 ,000”. 
Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$17,966,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,005,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Searsport  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Searsport,  Maine,  strike  out  “$473,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$745,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Tacoma  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Tacoma,  Washington,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$251,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$5,990,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$,7,763,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Amarillo  Air  Force  Base, 
Amarillo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$17,121,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$26,471,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma, 
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Alabama,  strike  out  “$18,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  Force  Base, 
Wichita  Falls,  Texas,  strike  out  “$24,433,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$33,858,000’  ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Beno, 
Nevada,  strike  out  “$2,221,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,063,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid, 
Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$977,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,064,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  university”— with  respect 
to  Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama,  strike 
out  “$215,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$311,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  com¬ 
mand”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marys¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$13,395,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$15,993,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Mari¬ 
etta,  Georgia,  strike  out  “$345,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof,  “$500,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field, 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


65 


Bedford,  Massachusetts,  strike  out  “$6,939,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,530,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$5,488,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$7,220,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command”— 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,190,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced, 
California,  strike  out  “$2,179,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,643,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Columbus  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$14,518,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$15,322,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base, 
Bapid  City,  South  Dakota,  strike  out  “$943,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,075,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Homestead  Air  Force  Base, 
Homestead,  Florida,  strike  out  “$1,694,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,966,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Lockboume  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$4,952,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,880,000” ; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base, 
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Great  Falls,  Montana,  strike  out  “$1,236,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,586,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Mountain  Home  Air  Force 
Base,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho,  strike  out  “$2,064,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,607,000” ; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha, 
Nebraska,  strike  out  “$5,697,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$6,155,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base, 
Plattsburgh,  New  York,  strike  out  “$1,491,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,027,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base, 
Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire,  strike  out  “$661,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$720,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base, 
Boswell,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$2,791,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,181,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “tactical  air  command” — 
with  respect  to  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  strike  out  “$2,613,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,785,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United 
States”  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “northeast  air  command” — 
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with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$75,650, 000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$94,197, 000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  402  the 
amounts  “$742,873,000”,  “$405,061,000”,  and  “$1,360,- 
934,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$811,342,000”, 
“$423,608,000”,  and  “$1,447,950,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  306.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  302  of  the  Act 
of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1012),  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  proceed¬ 
ing  with  construction  made  necessary  by  changes  in  Air 
Force  missions,  new  weapons  developments,  new  and  un¬ 
foreseen  research  and  development  requirements,  or  im¬ 
proved  production  schedules,  if  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
determines  that  deferral  of  such  construction  for  inclusion 
in  the  next  military  construction  authorization  Act  would 
be  inconsistent  with  interests  of  national  security,  and  in 
connection  therewith  to  acquire,  construct,  convert,  rehabili¬ 
tate,  or  install  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  includ¬ 
ing  land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  util¬ 
ities,  and  equipment,  in  the  total  amount  of  $50,000,000: 
Provided ,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  or  his  desig¬ 
nee,  shall  notify  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  immediately  upon 
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reaching  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost  of  con¬ 
struction  of  any  public  work  undertaken  under  this  subsec¬ 
tion,  including  those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto.” 

TITLE  IV 

GENEEAL  PEO VISIONS 
Sec.  401.  The  Secretary  of  each  military  department 
may  proceed  to  establish  or  develop  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties  under  this  Act  without  regard  to  sections  3648  and 
3734  of  the  Eevised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  sections 
4774  (d)  and  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 
The  authority  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improve¬ 
ments  on  land  includes  authority  for  surveys,  administration, 
overhead,  planning  and  supervision  incident  to  construction. 
That  authority  may  be  exercised  before  title  to  the  land  is 
approved  under  section  355  of  the  Eevised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  and  even  though  the  land  is  held  temporarily. 
The  authority  to  acquire  real  estate  or  land  includes  au¬ 
thority  to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire  land,  and  interests 
in  land  (including  temporary  use) ,  by  gift,  purchase,  ex¬ 
change  of  Government-owned  land,  or  otherwise. 

Sec.  402.  There  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  but 
appropriations  for  public  works  projects  authorized  by  titles 
I,  II,  and  III  shall  not  exceed — 

(1)  for  title  I:  Inside  the  United  States,  $128,- 
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821,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $46,502,000;  sec¬ 
tion  102,  $143,002,000;  section  103,  $5,000,000;  or 
a  total  of  $323,325,000; 

* 

(2)  for  title  II:  Inside  the  United  States,  $281,- 
337,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $81,272,000;  sec¬ 
tion  202,  $67,490,000;  section  203,  $5,000,000;  or  a 
total  of  $435,099,000;  and 

(3)  for  title  III:  Inside  the  United  States,  $509,- 
286,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $228,628,000;  sec¬ 
tion  302,  $65,000,000;  or  a  total  of  $802,914,000. 

Sec.  403.  Any  of  the  amounts  named  in  title  I,  II,  or 

III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned,  be  increased  by  5  per  centum  for  projects  inside  the 
United  States  and  by  10  per  centum  for  projects  outside 
the  United  States.  However,  the  total  cost  of  all  projects 
in  each  such  title  may  not  be  more  than  the  total  amount 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  projects  in  that  title. 

Sec.  404.  Whenever — 

( 1 )  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with 
section  2313  (b)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  for 
contracts  made  under  this  Act  for  the  establishment 
or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities  in 
foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out 
of  this  Act ;  and 

(2)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller 
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General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  ade¬ 
quately  auditing  those  contracts;  the  President  may 
exempt  those  contracts  from  the  requirements  of  that 
section. 

Sec.  405.  Contracts  made  by  the  United  States  under 
this  Act  shall  be  awarded,  insofar  as  practicable,  on  a  com¬ 
petitive  basis  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder,  if  the 
national  security  will  not  be  impaired  and  the  award  is  con- 
sistent  with  chapter  137  of  title  10,  United  States  Code 
and  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  9,  1955  (69  Stat.  547, 
551). 

Sec.  406.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  a  military  department 
may  acquire  any  interest  in  land  that — 

( 1 )  he  or  his  designee  determines  is  needed  in  the 
interest  of  national  defense ;  and 

(2)  does  not  cost  more  than  $25,000  (exclusive 
of  administrative  costs  and  the  amounts  of  any  deficiency 
judgments) . 

This  section  does  not  authorize  the  acquisition,  as  part  of  the 
same  project,  of  two  or  more  contiguous  parcels  of  land  that 
together  cost  more  than  $25,000. 

(b)  Section  406  of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70 
Stat.  991,  1015)  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  407.  As  of  July  1,  1958,  all  authorizations  for 
military  public  works  to  be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary 
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of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities, 
and  all  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor,  that  are 
contained  in  Acts  approved  before  August  8,  1953,  and 
not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later  authoriza¬ 
tion  are  repealed,  except — 

(1)  authorizations  for  public  works  and  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor  that  are  set  forth  in  those  Acts  in  the 
titles  that  contain  the  general  provisions ; 

(2)  the  authorization  for  public  works  projects  as 
to  which  appropriated  funds  have  been  obligated  for 
construction  contracts  in  whole  or  in  part  before  Juty 
1,  1958,  and  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor; 

(3)  the  authorization  for  the  rental  guaranty  for 
family  housing  in  the  amount  of  $100,000,000  that  is 
contained  in  section  302  of  Public  Law  534,  Eighty- 
second  Congress; 

(4)  the  authorizations  for  public  works  and  the 
appropriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  sections 
2231-2238  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  as  amended 
(50  U.  S.  C.  882,  883,  885,  886)  ; 

(5)  the  authorization  for  the  development  of  the 
Line  of  Communications,  France,  in  the  amount  of 
$60,000,000  that  is  contained  in  title  I,  section  102,  of 
Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress;  and 
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(6)  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  410 
of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1016), 
the  authorization  for  (a)  development  of  classified  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,439,000  that  is  contained  in 
title  I,  section  102,  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951 
(65  Stat.  336,  343),  and  (b)  development  of  classified 
facilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,654,000  that  is  contained 
in  title  I,  section-  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952 
( 66  Stat.  606,  609 ) . 

Sec.  408.  Section  515  of  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (69 
Stat.  324,  352),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1957,  1958,  and 
1959,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
respectively,  are  authorized  to  lease  housing  facilities  at  or 
near  military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents,  if  any, 
without  rental  charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  or  his  designee,  that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate 
housing  facilities  at  or  near  such  military  tactical  installa¬ 
tions.  Such  housing  facilities  shall  be  leased  on  a  family  or 
individual  unit  basis  and  not  more  than  five  thousand  of  such 
units  may  be  so  leased  at  any  one  time.  Expenditures  for 
the  rental  of  such  housing  facilities  may  be  made  out  of  ap- 
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propriations  available  for  maintenance  and  operation  but 
may  not  exceed  $150  a  month  for  any  such  unit.” 

Sec.  409.  (a)  Family  quarters  to  be  constructed  under 
the  authority  of  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  the  Act  of  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119) ,  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor 
area  limitations  respectively  prescribed  in  sections  4774, 
7574,  and  9774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 

(b)  Section  404  of  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68 
Stat.  1119,  1125) ,  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  410.  Title  10,  United  States  Code,  is  amended  as 
follows : 

(a)  Section  4774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Army  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(b)  Section  7574  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“  (d)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members 
of  the  Navy  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 
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(c)  Section  9774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Air  Force  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net 
floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

Sec.  411.  Section  419  of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956 
(70  Stat.  991,  1018)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  419.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this 
Act  or  of  any  other  provision  of  law  except  a  provision  of 
law  hereafter  enacted  expressly  in  limitation  hereof,  no  con¬ 
tract  shall  be  entered  into  by  the  United  States  for  the  con¬ 
struction  or  acquisition  of  family  housing  units  under  title  IV 
of  the  Housing  Amendments  of  1955,  as  amended,  by  or  for 
the  use  of  military  or  civilian  personnel  of  any  of  the  military 
services  unless — 

“  ( 1 )  the  Secretary  of  Defense  has  submitted  to 
the  Armed  Services  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  a  written  report  stating 
the  intent  to  construct  or  acquire  such  units,  certifying 
that  the  number  of  units  to  be  constructed  or  acquired  is 
consistent  with  the  long  range  troop  strength  to  be  sta¬ 
tioned  at  the  location  of  such  units,  and  showing  the 
location,  number,  and  estimated  cost  of  such  housing 
units,  and  the  existing  housing  at  such  location;  and 
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“(2)  a  fifteen-day  period  has  elapsed  since  the 
submission  of  such  report.” 

Sec.  412.  The  second  paragraph  of  section  407  of  the 
Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119,  1125),  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  from  appropriations  otherwise  available 
for  the  payment  of  quarters  allowances  for  military  per¬ 
sonnel  and  from  appropriate  allotments  or  rental  charges 
for  civilian  personnel,  amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allow¬ 
ances  or  allotments  otherwise  payable  to  or  the  rental 
charges  collected  from  personnel  occupying  any  housing 
constructed  or  acquired  under  authority  of  this  section  after 
deducting  amounts  chargeable  for  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  such  housing:  Provided ,  That  such  payments 
shall  not  exceed  the  dollar  equivalent  of  the  value  of  the 
foreign  currencies  used  for  all  such  construction  or 
acquisition.” 


a 

CD 

S* 

CD 

>-) 

CD 

P. 


tr 

CD 


3  $ 
B  * 

<-h 

<T>  M 
(T>  CO 
-  OI 
O  -q 
P 

► 

I 

<D 

Qi 

*» 

§ 

GO 


w 


<! 

M 

3 

x 

O 

% 


H 

o 

p 

3’g. 

^  r 

H— < 

£  8’ 

§  § 
m  *-i 
^  r+ 

p  2. 

P-> 

o’  ® 

s  s 

<rt- 

cd  « 


^3 

P 

g 

►d 

o 

w 


O 

P 


CD  P 
CO  h-- 


> 

g 

r 

r 


p 

>-< 

vj 


00 

£  w 
^  o 
go 

QO  ^ 

2  55 
3  fd 

55  H 
OJ 
02 


X 

*> 

W 

o 


CONGRESS 

isrSwsiiar 


for  ot'fier  pi  rp'.r^*;. 


~S2»ss  H.  R.  8240 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  19, 1957 

Mr.  Vinson,  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services 


A  BILL 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations,  and 

for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I 

4  Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish 

5  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 

6  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per- 

7  manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara- 

8  tion,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equipment,  for  the  following 

9  projects : 
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Inside  the  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 
(Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  housing, 
$2,288,000. 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Alabama:  Utilities,  $2,015,- 

000. 

Jet  propulsion  laboratory,  California:  Utilities,  $130,- 

000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Supply  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $758,000. 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebraska:  Maintenance  facility, 
$249,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research  and 
development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $16,- 
530,000. 

( Quartermaster  Corps ) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Operational  facility, 
land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $595,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $464,000. 

Port  Lee,  Virginia  :  Operational  facility,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  facility,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $6,229,000. 
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Seattle  Quartermaster  Market  Center,  Washington: 
Land  acquisition,  $40,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California :  Operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $110,000. 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas:  Operational  facility, 
and  land  acquisition,  $95,000. 

(Chemical  Corps) 

Fort  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $627,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing,  $54,- 

000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Troop  housing,  $1,936,000. 
(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Cold  regions  laboratory,  Hanover,  New  Hampshire :  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facility,  $2,496,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  training 
facility,  and  maintenance  facility,  $1,654,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Utilities,  $765,- 

000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Operational  facilities, 
$1,169,000. 

Charleston  TC  Depot,  South  Carolina :  Operational 


facilities,  $306,000. 
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Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  administrative  facility,  and  utilities,  $3,039,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  California:  Medical  facility, 
$602,000'. 

(Medical  Corps) 

Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center,  Colorado :  Troop 
housing,  $937,000. 

Walter  Feed  Medical  Center,  Washington,  D.  C. :  Util¬ 
ities,  $1,920,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 
(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts :  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities,  $4,859,000. 

Fort  Dix,  New  Jersey:  Maintenance  facilities,  $303,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Eeservation,  Virginia:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $153,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,205,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Administrative  facil¬ 
ity,  troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  $2,652,000. 

Fort  Bitchie,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $820,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


5 


(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Operational  facilities,  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $1,583,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $1,051,000. 

Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  ground  improvements,  and  utilities, 
$5,117,000. 

Fort  Bucker,  Alabama  :  Operational  facilities,  and  troop 
housing,  $5,703,000. 

Fort  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  $3,691,000. 

(Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  medical  facility, 
administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $7,704,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas :  Operational  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facility,  maintenance  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facility,  and  utilities,  $2,362,000. 

Fort  Polk,  Louisiana:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $7,734,000. 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas:  Acquisition  of  land  and 


improvements,  $675,000. 


1 


6 

(Fifth  Army  Area) 

2  Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Utilities,  $1,049,000.  ;• 

3  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Utilities,  $336,000. 

4  Fort  Riley,  Kansas:  Operational  facility,  maintenance 

5  facility,  and  troop  housing,  $2,525,000. 

6  Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Missouri:  Troop  housing, 

7  $4,663,000. 

8  (Sixth  Army  Area) 

9  Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Operational  facilities,  mainte- 

10  nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facility, 

11  and  utilities,  $1,487,000. 

12  Fort  Ord,  California:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance 

13  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $5,231,000. 

14  (Military  Academy) 

15  United  States  Military  Academy,  West  Point,  New 

16  York:  Utilities,  $1,666,000. 

17  (Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons) 

18  Various  installations:  Operational  facility,  community 

19  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,056,000. 

20  (Tactical  Installations  Support  Facilities) 

21  Various  locations:  Operational  facility,  maintenance  fa- 

22  cilities,  administrative  facilities,  storage  facilities,  community 

23  facilities,  troop  housing,  family  housing,  and  utilities, 

24  $8,466,000. 
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(Outside  Continental  United  States) 
(Alaskan  Area) 

Alaska  general,  Eielson  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Greely, 
Ladd  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Bichardson,  and  tactical  instal¬ 
lations:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  family  housing,  and  utilities,  $4,143,000. 

(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Hawaii :  Medical  facilities, 
$154,000. 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 

Fort  Buchanan,  Puerto  Bico:  Community  facility,  and 

J-  jL 

utilities,  $273,000. 

Fort  Gulick,  Canal  Zone :  Community  facility,  $289,000. 

(United  States  Army,  Europe) 

Various  locations:  Maintenance  facilities,  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  $20,754,000. 

(Army  Forces  Far  East) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facilities,  training  facil¬ 
ities,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $9,000,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  ac¬ 
quiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing 
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permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $143,002,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
purchase  out  of  appropriations  available  for  military  con¬ 
struction  family  housing  including  necessary  land  at,  or  near, 
military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents.  Not 
more  than  300  units  of  such  housing  may  be  purchased 
under  this  section.  Space  limitations  per  unit  will  be  in 
accordance  with  subsections  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section 
4774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  and  cost  limitations 
as  now  or  hereafter  established  for  military  housing  con¬ 
structed  with  appropriated  funds. 

Sec.  104.  (a)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States5'  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps) 55  with  respect  to  Red  River  Arsenal, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$1,808,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,212,00055. 

(b)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
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amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$44,003,000”  and  “$133,671,000”  and 
inserting  in  place  thereof  “$44,407,000”  and  “$134,075,- 
000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  105.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Signal  Corps)”  with  respect  to  Department  of  the 
Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$2,360,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,137,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Military  Academy)  ”  with  respect  to  United  States  Military 
Academy,  New  York,  strike  out  “$9,950,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$11,983,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$129,096,000”  and  “$236,060,000” 
and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$131,906,000”  and  “$238,- 
870,000”,  respectively. 
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Sec.  106.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground, 
Maryland,  strike  out  “$1,736,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,039,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$212,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — with  respect  to  Port  Lee, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$8,589,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,874,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Chemical  Corps)  ” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland, 
strike  out  “$452,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$525,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dugway  Proving  Ground, 
Utah,  strike  out  “$1,129,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,491,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 


ties  (Transportation  Corps)  ” 
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(1)  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$1,055,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,240,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Eustis,  Virginia,  strike 
out  “$6,597,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,- 
072,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  (Med¬ 
ical  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medical  Center, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$549,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$876,000”.  • 

(2)  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$333,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$669,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Walter  Beed  Army  Medical 
Center,  District  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$3,557,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,472,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  (Sec¬ 
ond  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Fort  Holabird,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$612,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$800,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Third  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Camp  Jackson,  South 
Carolina,  strike  out  “$5,000,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$10,400,000”. 
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Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Fourth  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Fort  Hood,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$12,922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$14,283,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Fifth  Army  Area)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Carson,  Colorado,  strike 
out  “$7,487,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,621,- 
000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 
strike  out  “$8,615,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,893,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Camp  Lucas,  Michigan,  strike 
out  “$145,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$193,000”. 
Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project)  ” — with  respect 
to  various  installations,  strike  out  “$3,014,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,204,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “Alaskan  Area” — with  respect  to 
Wildwood  Station  (Kenai)  strike  out  “$469,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$559,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
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amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$225,277,000”,  “$74,984,000”,  and 
“$534,254,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$240,220,- 
000”,  “$75,074,000”,  and  “$549,287,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  107.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside  the  United 
States”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$88,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$136,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Eedstone  Arsenal,  Alabama, 
strike  out  “$6,159,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$8,593,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Atlanta  General  Depot,  strike 
out  “$832,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$984,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Port  Worth  General  Depot, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$1,285,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,847,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Bliss,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$5,301,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,293,000”. 
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(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma,  strike  out 
“$4,173,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,798,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 
strike  out  “$1,092,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,373,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  102,  “$200,- 
783,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$203,331,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  402  the  amounts  “$86,916,000”,  “$200,783,000”,  and 
“$323,462,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,010,- 
000”,  “$203,331,000”,  and  “$334,104,000”,  respectively. 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish 
or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 
constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  perma¬ 
nent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  for  the  following 
projects : 

Inside  the  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  Engineering  Experiment  Station,  Annapolis, 
Maryland:  Development  and  test  facilities,  $618,000. 
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Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Washington:  Drydock 
$25,438,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities, 
$1,452,000. 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Oarderock,  Maryland: 
Utilities,  $115,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California:  Facilities  for 
remedying  effects  of  ground  subsidence,  $4,660,000. 

Naval  Submarine  Base,  New  London,  Connecticut: 
Waterfront  facilities,  $2,966,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $2,- 
998,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Medical 
facilities,  $391,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Troop  housing, 
$1,326,000. 

Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California:  Waterfront 
facilities,  $544,000. 

Naval  Station,  Newport,  Bhode  Island:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities  and  utilities,  $3,312,000. 

Naval  Base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities, 


$7,808,000. 
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AVIATION  FACILITIES 

(Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Opera¬ 


tional  facilities,  $566,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Operational 
facilities  (Optical  landing  system) ,  $140,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco,  Georgia  :  Utilities,  $293,000. 


Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  (Optical  landing  system),  $160,000. 

Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Meridian,  Mississippi: 
Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $15,- 


067,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana: 
Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $3,653,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,- 
225,000. 


Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Saufley  Field,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities,  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility )  , 
$39,000. 


(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  Air  Station,  Alameda,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  (Guided  missile  support  facilities) ,  $185,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $180,000. 
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Naval  Air  Station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$7,751,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Crows  Landing,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Operational  facilities,  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility) , 
$39,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Edenton,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  $199,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  messhall,  and  land  acquisition, 
$4,774,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  arid  land  acquisition,  $4,199,000. 

Naval  Seaplane  Facility,  Harvey  Point,  North  Carolina  : 
Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $5,728,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility) ,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Ivey  West,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  (Optical  landing  system),  $130,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lemoore,  California:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $30,594,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mayport,  Florida :  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $384,000. 
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Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar,  California:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  $3,401,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $5,467,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  North  Island,  San  Diego,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $7,964,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Oceana,  Virginia :  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,975,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Quonset  Point,  Rhode  Island:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  (aircraft  parking  areas) ,  $882,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  San  Clemente  Island, 
California:  Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $9,448,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,365,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Beaufort,  South 
Carolina:  Operational  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $2,632,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Caro¬ 
lina:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $6,503,000. 
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Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $3,620,000. 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mojave,  California: 
Land  acquisition,  $3,281,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,  New  Fiver,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $132,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  Air  Development  Center,  Johnsville,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania:  Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent  Fiver,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $2,209,000. 

Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugu,  California: 
Operational  facilities  (including  operational  facilities  on  San 
Nicolas  Island) ,  $3,479,000. 

Naval  Air  Facility,  John  H.  Towers  Field  (location 
to  be  determined)  :  Land  acquisition,  $3,200,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Electronics  Supply  Office,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois :  Admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $92,000. 

Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office,  Mechanicsburg’,  Penn¬ 
sylvania:  Administrative  facilities,  $155,000. 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Ad¬ 


ministrative  facilities,  $550,000. 
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MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $140,000. 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Barstow,  California : 
Maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  bous¬ 
ing,  and  utilities,  $8,001,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  util¬ 
ities,  $4,256,000. 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina  :  Training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $3,199,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California  :  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,469,000. 

Marine  Corps  Schools,  Quantico,  Virginia  :  Community 
facilities,  development  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $2,213,000. 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  San  Diego,  California: 
Training  facilities,  $116,000. 

Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twenty-Nine  Palms, 
California:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $2,331,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Bangor,  Washington:  Utili¬ 
ties,  $316,000. 


21 


1  Naval  Ordnance  Test  Station,  China  Lake,  California : 

2  Supply  facilities,  $114,000. 

3  Naval  Ordnance  Laboratory,  Corona,  California :  Re- 

4  search  and  development  facilities,  $494,000. 

5  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Daingerfield,  Texas: 

6  Research  and  development  facilities,  $2,649,000. 

7  Applied  Physics  Laboratory,  Howard  County,  Mary- 

8  land:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $1,452,000. 

9  Naval  Magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Maintenance 

10  facilities,  and  utilities,  $723,000. 

11  SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

12  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Dormitory 

13  foundations,  $1,602,000, 

14  Naval  Receiving  Station,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 

15  Troop  housing,  $1,225,000. 

16  Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training 

17  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $5,598,000. 

18  Naval  Training  Center,  San  Diego,  California:  Training 

19  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $5,375,000. 

20  COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

21  Naval  Communication  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Oper- 

22  ational  facilities,  $443,000. 

23  Naval  Communication  Station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island: 

24  Operational  facilities,  $1,397,000. 
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Naval  Communication  Station,  San  Diego,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  $100,000. 

Naval  Communication  Center,  Stockton,  California:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Washington  County,  Maine:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $13,982,000. 

OFFICE  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 
Naval  Research  Laboratory,  District  of  Columbia:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $180,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 
Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities,  $332,- 

000. 

Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $3,- 
244,000. 

Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center,  Port  Hueneme, 
California:  Supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 
$759,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  Shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Ha¬ 
waii:  Waterfront  facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $6,- 
076,000. 

Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 
Maintenance  facilities,  hospital  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,287,000. 
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Naval  Station,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 
Troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
ground  improvements,  $8,993,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Hospital  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,005,000. 

Commander-in-Chief  Pacific,  Headquarters,  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Administration  facilities  and 
utilities,  $332,000. 

Naval  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities,  $4,- 
699.000. 

Naval  Station,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico:  Utilities,  $190,- 

000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Air  Station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities  (Guided  missile  support  facilities) ,  $428,- 
000. 

Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Family  housing  and 
community  facilities,  $1,793,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Barber’s  Point,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Operational  facilities  (Aircraft  parking  areas), 
$2,088,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cubi  Point,  Luzon,  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands:  Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $149,000. 
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Naval  Air  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Operational 
facilities,  $5,730,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Oahu,  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Hawaii:  Operational  facilities,  $249,000. 

Naval  Station,  Kwajalem,  Marshall  Islands:  Operational 
facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  facilities),  $69,000. 

Naval  Station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Operational  facilities  (tactical  air  navigation  facility) , 
$69,000. 

Naval  Air  Facility,  Naha,  Okinawa:  Waterfront  facili¬ 
ties  at  White  Beach,  $504,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Boosevelt  Boads,  Puerto  Bico:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $15,182,000. 


SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Supply  facilities, 
$1,550,000. 

Naval  Station,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Communhy 
facilities,  $884,000. 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine 
Islands:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,098,000 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$904,000. 
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COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Aclak,  Alaska:  Troop 
housing,  $1,053,000. 

Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Operational  facilities, 
and  troop  housing,  $898,000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Finegayan,  Guam,  Mari¬ 
ana  Islands :  Troop  housing,  $594,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Istanbul,  Turkey:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $130,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Sakata,  Japan:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $69,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  southern  Japan:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $726,000. 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Wahiawa,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Operation  facilities,  $4,392,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Public  Works  Center,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities, 
$1,093,000. 

Public  Works  Center,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands:  Maintenance  facilities,  $393,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  con¬ 
structing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent 
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or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site 
preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  in  the 
total  amount  of  $65,091,000. 

Sec.  203.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  “Various  locations”,  strike  out  “$4,500,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,460,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202,  “$86,- 
397,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,489,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of 
section  402  the  amounts  “$138,183,000”,  “$86,397,- 
000”,  and  “$256,875,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in 
place  thereof,  “$139,143,000”,  “$95,489,000”,  and 

“$266,927,000”. 

Sec.  204.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$225,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$369,000”;  with  respect  to  the  Marine  Corps  Air  Station, 
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El  Toro,  California,  strike  out  “$1,675,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,030,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Glenview,  Illinois,  strike  out  “$70,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$170,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  bv  striking  out,  in  section  202,  “$63,- 
358,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$70,656,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$102,956,000”,  “$63,358,000”,  “$202,- 
807,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof  “$103,- 
555,000”,  “$70,656,000”,  and  “$210,704,000”. 

Sec.  205.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Repair  Facility,  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$629,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,099,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Orange,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$399,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$563,000”. 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Naval  Air  Training  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,686,- 
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000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,292,000”;  and  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia, 
Louisiana,  strike  out  “$24,361,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$26,871,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Alameda,  California,  strike  out  “$3,729,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,217,000”;  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Air  Station,  Moffett  Field,  California,  strike  out 
“$2,581,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,355,000”; 
and  with  respect  to  the  Outlying  Field,  Whitehouse  Field, 
Duval  County,  Florida,  strike  out  “$1,087,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,587,000”. 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey,  strike  out  “$16,311,- 
000’’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$17,911,000”. 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “ordnance  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory, 
Daingerfield,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,111,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,751,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Ordnance  Test  Station,  Inyokem,  California,  strike  out 
“$375,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$475,000”. 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian 
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Head,  Maryland,  strike  out  “$780,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$879,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  beading  “Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities” 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Kwajelein,  Marshall 
Islands,  strike  out  “$4,411,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$5,235,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “communication  facili¬ 
ties”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Facility, 
Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco,  strike  out  “$2,848,600”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,198,600”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202  “$151,- 
342,400”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$152,763,400". 

(d)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$299,512,600”,  “$107,191,300”, 
“$151,342,400”,  and  “$564,046,300”  and  inserting  re¬ 
spectively  in  place  thereof  “$308,463,600”,  “$108,365,300”, 
“$152,763,400”,  and  “$'575,592,300”. 

Sec.  206.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside  the  United 
States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 
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(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities” 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  strike  out  “$148,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$191,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Long 
Beach,  California,  strike  out  “$5,984,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$8,169,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California, 
strike  out  “$2,256,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,- 
623,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$2,844,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,340,000”. 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Miramar,  California,  strike  out  “$8,835,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,040,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugu,  California,  strike  out 
“$1,682,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,010,000”. 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$7,469,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$10,919,000”. 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “communications  facil- 
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ities”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Station, 
San  Francisco,  California,  strike  out  “$2,029,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$3,779,000”. 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facili¬ 
ties”,  with  respect  to  the  Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$443,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$500,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 

amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United  States” 
in  section  201,  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Atsugi,  Japan,  strike 
out  “$1,961,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,337,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  section  203,  “$84,043,000”  and 
inserting  in  place  thereof  “$85,939,000”. 

(d)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 

amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  402  the 
amounts  “$292,572,000”,  “$61,625,000”,  “$84,043,000”, 
and  “$438,240,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place 
thereof  “$303,453,000”,  “$62,001,000”,  “$85,939,000”, 
and  “$451,393,000”. 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  estab¬ 
lish  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquir- 
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ing,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  projects: 

Inside  the  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,499,000. 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $594,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $1,583,000. 

Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow,  Montana:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $2,048,000. 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks,  North 
Dakota:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $4,466,000. 
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Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,184,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $614,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan: 
Family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $429,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$905,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore¬ 
gon:  Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 

$1,299,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,103,000. 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Supply 
facilities  and  community  facilities,  $289,000. 

Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  North  Dakota:  Opera- 
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tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $6,804,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New 
York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $974,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Troop 
housing,  family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,074,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  California:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,082,000. 

Peterson  Field,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado:  Land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $136,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,328,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine: 
Community  facilities,  $244,000. 

Bichard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasville,  Wisconsin: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $7,804,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


35 


Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,898,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities  and  supply  facilities,  $248,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvement,  $2,149,000. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton  Beach, 
New  York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,144,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin :  Community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real 
estate  improvements,  $1,128,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,186,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,909,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio: 
Community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$358,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
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maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $48,178,000. 

A  IE  MATERIAL  COMMAND 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing,  $405,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $10,659,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,911,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$899,000. 

Marietta  Air  Force  Station,  Marietta,  Pennsylvania: 
Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,438,000. 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $5,133,000. 
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Olmsted  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,673,000. 

Bobins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  bousing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $20,507,000. 

Rushmore  Air  F orce  Station,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota : 
Community  facilities,  $56,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,674,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 
and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$2,077,000. 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 
Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Research 
development,  and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $6,784,000. 

ATR  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 
Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test 


H.  R.  8240 - 6 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


38 


facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  groimd  im¬ 
provements,  $1,987,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  New  Mexico: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 
und  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $11,869,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base,  Indian  Springs,  Nevada: 
Community  facilities,  $206,000. 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,823,000. 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $4,029,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,962,000. 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $4,785,000. 
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Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,193,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$489,000. 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $424,000. 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,209,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,110,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land 
acquisition,  $8,249,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $763,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $938,000. 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Community 
facilities,  $436,000. 
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Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,858,000. 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$5,909,000.  •  « 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $653,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base  ,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$4,200,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Troop  housing, 
and  community  facilities,  $1,945,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,977,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Operational 
nnd  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  nnd  utilities,  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,118,000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Mainte- 
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nance  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$865,000. 

A  IE  UNIVERSITY 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Land 
acquisition,  $50,000. 

CONTINENTAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Medical 
facilities,  $952,000. 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $139,000. 

Mitch  el  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$337,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Aeronautical  chart  and  information  center,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri:  Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $620,000. 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $920,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,216,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,089,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey: 
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Maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $496,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community 
facilities,  $848,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facilities, 
$3,344,000. 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $9,680,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  supply 
facilities,  $1,487,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 
$5,557,000. 

Blythe ville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $11,510,000. 

Bunker  . Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Opera- 
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tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $9,584,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,059,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California:  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,976,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $536,000. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,468,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona :  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,411,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $14,759,000. 
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Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  $100,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $2,258,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  $1,480,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $1,357,000. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $34,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $19,389,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida  :  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $380,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Georgia:  Troop 
housing  and  community  facilities,  $994,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana: 
Beal  estate  improvements,  $179,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $13,112,000. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Bio,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  $250,000. 
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Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Land 
acquisition,  $37,000. 

Lockboume  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,364,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $7,322,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $936,000. 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,518,000. 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Biverside,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $2,347,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home, 
Idaho :  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,022,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $7,681,000. 

Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburgh,  New  York: 
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Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$231,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,344,000. 

Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,892,000. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $3,528,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,628,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $9,697,000. 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachu¬ 
setts  :  Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,901,000. 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Oper- 
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ational  and  training  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$235,000. 

TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $2,149,000. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greeneville,  South  Carolina: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $1,287,000. 

England  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana:  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,- 
558,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $760,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Supply 
facilities,  and  communitiy  facilities,  $2,478,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Supply 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,255,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Carolina:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$1,204,000. 
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Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee :  Community 
facilities,  $745,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North 
Carolina:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $11,558,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina  :  Troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities,  $1,184,000. 

Wendover  Air  Force  Base,  Wendover,  Utah:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,035,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$229,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $7,331,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  $430,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training 
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facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$4,742,000. 

Galena  Airfield:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$350,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Community  facilities,  $1,630,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $11,500,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $1,366,000. 

CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Howard  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  $1,400,000. 

FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,642,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$12,738,000. 
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MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $15,006,000. 

STATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Andersen  Air  Force  Base,  Guam :  Community  facilities, 
$820,000. 

Barney  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Bico:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition,  $3,783,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$59,613,000. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $39,217,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$170,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 


51 


AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$70,000,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  establish 
or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by 
acquiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  in¬ 
stalling  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land 
acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and 
equipment  in  the  total  amount  of  $65,000,000. 

Sec.  303.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command”— with 
respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan  Station,  Pescadero,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$224,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$584,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command”— 
with  respect  to  Clinton-Sherman  Airport,  Clinton,  Okla¬ 
homa,  strike  out  “$11,393,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
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''$12,686,000”;  and  strike  out  "$1,463,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  "$2,756,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  "continental  air  com¬ 
mand” — with  respect  to  Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hemp¬ 
stead,  New  York,  strike  out  "$729,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  "$929,000”;  and  strike  out  "$686,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  "$886,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  "research  and  development 
command” — with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  "$27,478,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  "$29,442,000”;  and  strike  out  "$16,192,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  "$18,156,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  so  much  as  reads  "$406,120,000”  and  "$415,- 
949,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  "$409,937,000”  and 
"$419,766,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  304.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended,  under  the  heading  "Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  "air  defense  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  "$1,716,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  "$2,717,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  site,  North  Ha- 
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kota,  strike  out  “$7,709,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,220,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,029,000  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,195,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Minot  site,  North  Dakota,  strike 
out  “$6,603,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,268,- 
000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Ox¬ 
nard,  California,  strike  out  “$2,445,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,935,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Selfridge  Air  Force  Base, 
Mount  Clemens,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$5,526,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,445,000” ; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Youngstown  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$742,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$893,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma, 
Arizona,  strike  out  “$2,107,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,676,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brookley  Air  Force  Base, 
Mobile,  Alabama,  strike  out  “$4,170,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,728,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne, 
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New  York,  strike  out  “$15,803,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$16,654,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force  Base, 
Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$9,522,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,970,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force 
Base,  Dayton,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$12,001,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$14,508,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base, 
Houston,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,438, 000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,876,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base, 
San  Angelo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$4,081,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,088,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Greenville  Air  Force  Base, 
Greenville,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$500,000  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$545,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Harlingen  Air  Force  Base, 
Harlingen,  Texas,  strike  out  “$446,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$529,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  James  Connally  Air  Force 
Base,  Waco,  Texas,  strike  out  “$883,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,129,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Mather  Air  Force  Base, 
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Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$1,516,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,998,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Eeese  Air  Force  Base,  Lub¬ 
bock,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,076,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,304,000”; 

(8)  With  respect  to  Williams  Air  Force  Base, 
Chandler,  Arizona,  strike  out  “$1,215,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,556,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “headqtjaeters  command” — 
with  respect  to  Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$520,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$825,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — with  respect  to  Indian  Springs  Air  Force 
Base  (Kirtland  Auxiliary  Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada, 
strike  out  “$555,500”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$624,- 
500”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas,  strike  out  “$5,929,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,363,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor, 
Maine,  strike  out  “$11,155,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$12,218,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fair- 
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1  field,  California,,  strike  out  “$9,769,000”  and  insert  in 

2  place  thereof  “$11,473,000”; 

3  (4)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Bos- 

4  well,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$6,657,000”  and  insert 

5  in  place  thereof  “$8,324,000”. 

6  Under  the  subheading  “tactical  air  command” — 

7  (1)  with  respect  to  Alexandria  Air  Force  Base, 

8  Alexandria,  Louisiana,  strike  out  “$2,684,000”  and 

9  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,527,000”; 

10  (2)  with  respect  to  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base, 

11  Peru,  Indiana,  strike  out  “$559,000”  and  insert  in  place 

12  thereof  “$611,000”; 

13  (3)  with  respect  to  George  Air  Force  Base,  Victor- 

14  ville,  California,  strike  out  “$1,598,000”  and  insert  in 

15  place  thereof  “$1,905,000”; 

16  (4)  with  respect  to  Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses 

17  Lake,  Washington,  strike  out  “$4,724,000”  and  insert 

18  in  place  thereof  “$5,197,000”; 

19  (5)  with  respect  to  Sewart  Air  Force  Base, 

20  Smyrna,  Tennessee,  strike  out  “$3,589,000”  and  insert 

21  in  place  thereof  “$4,010,000”. 

22  (b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

23  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Con- 

24  tinental  United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

25  Under  the  subheading  “alaskan  air  command” — 
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with  respect  to  Galena  Airfield,  strike  out  “$518,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$735,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “area  control  navigational 
aids” — with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$526,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,394,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$801,256,000”,  “$532,454,000”, 
and  “$1,339,060,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$824,- 
300,000”,  “$533,539,000”,  and  “$1,363,189,000”,  re¬ 
spectively. 

Sec.  305.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Duluth  Municipal  Airport, 
Duluth,  Minnesota,  strike  out  “$863,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,469,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$2,827,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,079,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glas¬ 
gow,  Montana,  strike  out  “$2,470,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,080,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base, 
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Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$18,969,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$30,521,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Grandview  Air  Force  Base, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri,  strike  out  “$1,673,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$1,781,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,156,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,336,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon,  strike  out  “$1,130,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,560,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot, 
North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$21,215,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$27,035,000”; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York,  strike  out  “$3,030,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,409,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base, 
Camarillo,  California,  strike  out  “$2,392,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,779,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport, 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  strike  out  “$2,288,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$2,900,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wis- 
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consin,  strike  out  “$4,876,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$8,726,000”; 

(13)  with  respect  to  Wurtsrnith  Air  Force  Base, 
Oscoda,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$3,278,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,808,000”; 

(14)  with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out 
“$2 1,510,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,201,000”. 
Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$17,966,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,005,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Searsport  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Searsport,  Maine,  strike  out  “$473,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$745,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Tacoma  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Tacoma,  Washington,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$251,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$5,990,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$,7,763,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Amarillo  Air  Force  Base, 
Amarillo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$17,121,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$26,471,000”; 
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(2)  with  respect  to  Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma, 
Alabama,  strike  out  “$18,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  Force  Base, 
Wichita  Falls,  Texas,  strike  out  “$24,433,000”  and 

'  insert  in  place  thereof  “$33,858,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno, 
Nevada,  strike  out  “$2,221,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,063,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid, 
Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$977,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,064,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  university” — with  respect 
to  Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama,  strike 
out  “$215,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$311,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  com¬ 
mand” — 

in  with  respect  to  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marys¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$13,395,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$15,993,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Mari¬ 
etta,  Georgia,  strike  out  “$345,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof,  “$500,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 


command” — 
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(1)  with  respect  to  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field, 
Bedford,  Massachusetts,  strike  out  “$6,939,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,530,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$5,488,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$7,220,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,190,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced, 
California,  strike  out  “$2,179,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,643,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Columbus  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$14,518,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$15,322,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base, 
Rapid  City,  South  Dakota,  strike  out  “$943,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,075,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Homestead  Air  Force  Base, 
Homestead,  Florida,  strike  out  “$1,694,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,966,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$4,952,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,880,000”; 
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(7)  with  respect  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base, 
Great  Falls,  Montana,  strike  out  “$1,236,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,586,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Mountain  Home  Air  Force 
Base,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho,  strike  out  “$2,064,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,607,000” ; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha, 
Nebraska,  strike  out  “$5,697,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$6,155,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base, 
Plattsburgh,  New  York,  strike  out  “$1,491,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,027,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base, 
Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire,  strike  out  “$661,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$720,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base, 
Boswell,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$2,791,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,181,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “tactical  air  command”— 
with  respect  to  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  strike  out  “$2,613,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,785,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United 
States”  as  follows: 
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Under  the  subheading  “northeast  air  command” — 
with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$75,650,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$94,197,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  402  the 
amounts  “$742,873,000”,  “$405,061,000”,  and  “$1,360,- 
934,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$811,342,000”, 
“$423,608,000”,  and  “$1,447,950,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  306.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  302  of  the  Act 
of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1012),  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  proceed¬ 
ing  with  construction  made  necessary  by  changes  in  Air 
Force  missions,  new  weapons  developments,  new  and  un¬ 
foreseen  research  and  development  requirements,  or  im¬ 
proved  production  schedules,  if  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
determines  that  deferral  of  such  construction  for  inclusion 
in  the  next  military  construction  authorization  Act  would 
be  inconsistent  with  interests  of  national  security,  and  in 
connection  therewith  to  acquire,  construct,  convert,  rehabili¬ 
tate,  or  install  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  includ¬ 
ing  land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  util¬ 
ities,  and  equipment,  in  the  total  amount  of  $50,000,000: 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  or  his  desig¬ 
nee,  shall  notify  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
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Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  immediately  upon 
reaching  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost  of  con¬ 
struction  of  any  public  work  undertaken  under  this  subsec¬ 
tion,  including  those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto/’ 

TITLE  IV 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  401.  The  Secretary  of  each  military  department 
may  proceed  to  establish  or  develop  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties  under  this  Act  without  regard  to  sections  3648  and 
3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  sections 
4774  (d)  and  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 
The  authority  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improve¬ 
ments  on  land  includes  authority  for  surveys,  administration, 
overhead,  planning  and  supervision  incident  to  construction. 
That  authority  may  be  exercised  before  title  to  the  land  is 
approved  under  section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  and  even  though  the  land  is  held  temporarily. 
The  authority  to  acquire  real  estate  or  land  includes  au¬ 
thority  to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire  land,  and  interests 
in  land  (including  temporary  use),  by  gift,  purchase,  ex¬ 
change  of  Government-owned  land,  or  otherwise. 

Sec.  402.  There  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  but 
appropriations  for  public  works  projects  authorized  by  titles 
I,  II,  and  III  shall  not  exceed — 
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(1)  for  title  I:  Inside  tlie  United  States,  $120,- 
099,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $34,613,000;  sec¬ 
tion  102,  $143,002,000;  or  a  total  of  $297,714,000; 

(2)  for  title  II:  Inside  the  United  States,  $260,- 
377,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $65,627,000;  sec¬ 
tion  202,  $65,091,000;  or  a  total  of  $391,095,000;  and 

(3)  for  title  III:  Inside  the  United  States,  $437,- 
357,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $225,407,000;  sec¬ 
tion  302,  $65,000,000;  or  a  total  of  $727,764,000. 
Sec.  403.  Any  of  the  amounts  named  in  title  I,  II,  or 

III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned,  be  increased  by  5  per  centum  for  projects  inside  the 
United  States  and  by  10  per  centum  for  projects  outside 
the  United  States.  However,  the  total  cost  of  all  projects 
in  each  such  title  may  not  be  more  than  the  total  amount 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  projects  in  that  title. 

Sec.  404.  Whenever — 

(1)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with 
section  2313  (b)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  for 
contracts  made  under  this  Act  for  the  establishment 
or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities  in 
foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out 
of  this  Act ;  and 

(2)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller 
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General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  ade¬ 
quately  auditing  those  contracts; 
the  President  may  exempt  those  contracts  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  that  section. 

Sec.  405.  Contracts  made  by  the  United  States  under 
this  Act  shall  be  awarded,  insofar  as  practicable,  on  a  com¬ 
petitive  basis  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder,  if  the 
national  security  will  not  be  impaired  and  the  award  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  chapter  137  of  title  10,  United  States  Code 
and  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  9,  1955  (69  Stat.  547, 
551).  The  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments  shall 
report  semiannually  to  the  Armed  Services  Committees  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  with  respect  to 
all  contracts  awarded  on  other  than  a  competitive  basis  to 
the  lowest  responsible  bidder. 

Sec.  406.  As  of  July  1,  1958,  all  authorizations  for 
military  public  works  to  be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary 
of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities, 
and  all  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor,  that  are 
contained  in  Acts  approved  before  July  28,  1954,  arid 
not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later  authoriza¬ 
tion  are  repealed,  except — 

( 1 )  authorizations  for  public  works  and  for  appro- 
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priations  therefor  that  are  set  forth  in  those  Acts  in  the 
titles  that  contain  the  general  provisions; 

(2)  the  authorization  for  public  works  projects  as 
to  which  appropriated  funds  have  been  obligated  for 
construction  contracts  in  whole  or  in  part  before  July 
1,  1958,  and  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor; 

(3)  the  authorization  for  the  rental  guaranty  for 
family  housing  in  the  amount  of  $100,000,000  that  is 
contained  in  section  302  of  Public  Law  534,  Eighty- 
second  Congress; 

(4)  the  authorizations  for  public  works  and  the 
appropriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  sections 
2231-2238  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  as  amended 
(50  U.  S.  C.  882,  883,  885,  886)  ; 

(5)  the  authorization  for  the  development  of  the 
Line  of  Communications,  France,  in  the  amount  of 
$60,000,000  that  is  contained  in  title  I,  section  102,  of 
Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress; 

(6)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  410 
of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1016), 
the  authorization  for  (a)  development  of  classified  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,439,000  that  is  contained  in 
title  I,  section  102,  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951 
(65  StaC  336,  343) ,  and  (b)  development  of  classified 
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facilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,654,000  that  is  contained 
in  title  I,  section  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952 
(66  Stat.  606,  609)  ;  and 

(7)  the  authorization  for  public  works  and  for  the 
appropriations  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  Act 
of  April  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  47) ,  as  amended. 

Sec.  407.  Section  515  of  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (69 
Stat.  324,  352),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1957,  1958,  and 
1959,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
respectively,  are  authorized  to  lease  housing  facilities  at  or 
near  military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents,  if  any, 
without  rental  charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  or  his  designee,  that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate 
housing  facilities  at  or  near  such  military  tactical  installa¬ 
tions.  Such  housing  facilities  shall  be  leased  on  a  family  or 
individual  unit  basis  and  not  more  than  five  thousand  of  such 
units  may  be  so  leased  at  any  one  time.  Expenditures  for 
the  rental  of  such  housing  facilities  may  be  made  out  of  ap¬ 
propriations  available  for  maintenance  and  operation  hut 
may  not  exceed  $150  a  month  for  any  such  unit.” 

Sec.  408.  (a)  Family  quarters  to  be  constructed  under 
the  authority  of  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  the  Act  of  Septem- 
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ber  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119) ,  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor 
area  limitations  respectively  prescribed  in  sections  4774, 
7574,  and  9774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 

(b)  Section  404  of  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68 
Stat.  1119,  1125) ,  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  409.  Title  10,  United  States  Code,  is  amended  as 
follows : 

(a)  Section  4774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Army  may- be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(b)  Section  7574  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“  (d)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members 
of  the  Navy  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(c)  Section  9774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“  (f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Air  Force  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net 
floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 
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1  Sec.  410.  The  second  paragraph  of  section  407  of  the 

2  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119,  1125),  as 

3  amended,  is  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

4  “The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the  Commodity 

5  Credit  Corporation,  from  appropriations  otherwise  available 
G  for  the  payment  of  quarters  allowances  for  military  per- 

7  sonnel  and  from  appropriate  allotments  or  rental  charges 

8  for  civilian  personnel,  amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allow- 

9  ances  or  allotments  otherwise  payable  to  or  the  rental 

10  charges  collected  from  personnel  occupying  any  housing 

11  constructed  or  acquired  under  authority  of  this  section  after 

12  deducting  amounts  chargeable  for  the  maintenance  and 

13  operation  of  such  housing:  Provided,  That  such  payments 
Id  shall  not  exceed  the  dollar  equivalent  of  the  value  of  the 
15  foreign  currencies  used  for  all  such  construction  or 
Id  acquisition.” 

11  Sec.  411.  Prior  to  the  termination  of,  or  reduction  in 
18  the  operations  of,  any  commercial  or  industrial-type  activity 
15  being  conducted  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  within 

20  any  of  the  forty-eight  States  or  the  District  of  Columbia 

21  (other  than  a  nonappropriated  fund  activity),  where  such 

22  termination  or  reduction  is  for  the  purpose  of  having  the 

20  supplies  or  services  furnished  by  such  activity  furnished  by 

21  other  than  civilian  employees  of  the  United  States,  and 
25  where  such  activity  has  been  conducted  for  five  or  more 
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1  years  and  requires  the  services  of  ten  or  more  civilian  em- 

2  ployees,  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  file  with  the  Presi- 

3  dent  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Kepre- 

4  sentatives  a  report  setting  forth  the  details  of  the  proposed 

5  termination  or  reduction.  Such  proposed  termination  or 

6  reduction  shall  not  take  effect  until  the  expiration  of  sixty 

7  days  of  continuous  session  of  the  Congress  following  the 

8  filing  of  such  report,  and  shall  not  then  take  effect  if,  during 

9  such  sixty  days  either  House  of  the  Congress  has  adopted 

10  a  resolution  which,  in  effect,  disapproves  the  proposed 

11  termination  or  reduction  described  in  such  report.  For  the 

12  purposes  of  this  section,  continuity  of  session  shall  he  con- 

13  sidered  as  broken  only  by  adjournment  sine  die;  but  in  the 

14  computation  of  the  sixty-day  period  there  shall  be  excluded 

15  the  days  on  which  either  House  is  not  in  session  because  of 

16  an  adjournment  of  more  than  three  days  to  a  day  certain. 

17  Sec.  412.  The  authority  granted  by  section  2304  (a) 

18  (1),  title  10,  United  States  Code,  shall  not  be  exercised 

19  during  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on 

20  December  16,  1950,  except  with  respect  to — 

21  ( 1 )  purchases  or  contracts  the  aggregate  amount  of 

22  which  does  not  involve  more  than  $2,500; 

23  (2)  purchases  or  contracts  for  nonperishable  sub- 

24  sistence  supplies ; 

(3)  purchases  or  contracts  for  property  or  services 


25 
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3  for  experimental,  developmental,  or  research  work,  or 

2  making  or  furnishing  property  for  experiment,  test, 

3  development,  or  research,  not  exceeding  $100,000. 

4  (4)  when  in  furtherance  of  small  business,  labor 

5  surplus  area,  or  major  disaster  area  programs,  the  agency 

6  head  determines  that  supplies  or  services  are  to  be  pro- 

7  cured  from  small  business  concerns,  from  concerns  which 

8  will  perform  the  contracts  substantially  within  labor 

9  surplus  areas  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor, 

10  or  from  concerns  which  will  perform  the  contracts  sub- 

11  stantially  within  areas  of  major  disaster. 

12  Sec.  413.  Any  outstanding  authority  heretofore  pro- 

13  vided  by  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119) ,  the 

14  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (69  Stat.  324) ,  and  the  Act  of  August 

15  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991)  for  the  provision  of  family  housing 

16  shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  family  housing  at 

17  any  installations  for  which  family  housing  is  authorized  to 

18  be  constructed  under  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act. 

19  Sec.  414.  Section  9  of  the  Air  Force  Academy  Act,  as 

20  amended  ( 68  Stat.  49 ) ,  is  further  amended  by  striking  out 

21  in  the  first  sentence  the  figure  “$126,000,000”  and  insert- 

22  ing  in  place  thereof  the  figure  “$147,341,000”. 
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85th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
1st  Session  f 


Report 
No.  638 


AUTHORIZING  CONSTRUCTION  FOR  THE  MILITARY 

DEPARTMENTS 


June  26,  1957. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


I 

Mr.  Vinson,  from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  8240] 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  8240)  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installa¬ 
tions,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  considered  the  same,  report 
favorably  thereon  with  amendment  and  recommend  that  the  bill  do 
pass. 

The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

Page  15,  line  8,  strike  “$4,660,000”  and  insert  “$1,500,000”. 

Explanation  of  Amendment 

The  figure  $4,660,000  represents  the  amount  requested  by  the 
1  Department  of  the  Navy  for  facilities  to  remedy  ground  subsidence 
at  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  Calif.  Through  error,  this 
amount  was  permitted  to  remain  in  the  clean  bill  although  the  special 
subcommittee  which  studied  this  problem  recommended,  and  the  full 
committee  agreed,  to  the  provision  of  only  $1,500,000.  The  general 
subject  matter  of  this  request  and  its  redaction  is  dealt  with  under 
the  heading  “Title  II— Navy  Brief  of  Authorizations.” 

Purpose  of  the  Bill 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  provide  construction  and  other  related 
authority  for  the  military  departments  within  and  outside  the  United 
Sta  tes. 
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CONSTRUCTION  FOR  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 


Total  Authorizations  Granted 

BRIEF  OF  AUTHORIZATIONS 


Title  I  (Army): 

Inside  continental  United  States _  $120,  099,  000 

Outside  continental  United  States _  34,  613,  000 

Classified _  143,  002,  000 


Total _  297,714,000 


Title  II  (Navy): 

Inside  continental  United  States _  260,  377,  000 

Outside  continental  United  States _  65,  627,  000 

Classified _  65,  091,  000 


Total _ _ _  391,095,000 


Title  III  (Air  Force): 

Inside  continental  United  States _  437,  357,  000 

Outside  continental  United  States _  225,  407,  000 

Classified _  65,  000,  000 


Total _  727,  764,  000  ^ 


Grand  total _  1,416,573,000 


Increases  in  Prior  Authorizations  for  Titles  I,  II,  and  III 

In  addition  to  the  authorities  enumerated  above,  the  bill,  through 
amendments  of  prior  military  construction  acts,  grants  additional 
authority  to  the  Army  in  title  I  in  the  amount  of  $28,885,000. 

Similarly,  in  the  Navy  title  of  the  bill  (II),  additional  authority, 
through  amendments  of  prior  military  construction  acts,  is  granted  in 
the  amount  of  $42,648,000. 

In  the  case  of  the  Air  Force  (III),  the  amendments  to  prior  laws 
total  $114,962,000. 

The  grand  total  of  all  authorities  granted  by  titles  I,  II,  and  III, 
therefore,  are  $1,603,072,000.  The  original  bill  requested  authority 
in  the  amount  of  $1,742,394,000.  This  represents  a  reduction  of  the 
authorities  in  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  titles  of  $139,322,000. 
These  increases  in  prior  authority  are  dealt  with  in  detail  later  in  this 
report.  Suffice  it  to  say  at  this  time  that  none  of  these  increases  rep¬ 
resents  an  enlarged  scope  of  any  item  with  the  single  exception  of  the  ( 
authority  granted  by  the  committee  for  a  larger  hospital  at  Fort  Jack- 
son,  S.  C. 

From  the  table  set  out  below,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  Budget  has 
approved  an  appropriation  of  $1,900  million  for  the  three  military 
departments.  This  will  provide  sufficient  money  for  all  the  construc¬ 
tion  items  set  out  in  this  bill  and  provide  funds  also  for  some  prior-year 
authorizations. 

Status  of  Military  Construction  Authorizations 

In  order  that  the  House  may  review  the  status  of  all  military  con¬ 
struction  authorization  through  fiscal  years  1948  to  date,  the  following 
summary  is  provided: 
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[In  millions] 


Army 

Navy 

Air  Force 

Total 

Total  authorizations,  fiscal  year  1948  through  fiscal  year 

1957 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

$4, 065 

$3,  333 

$10,  882 

$18,  280 

Less  authorization  rescinded  by  sec.  204,  Public  Law 
534,  82d  Cong _  _  _ 

0 

-17 

0 

-17 

Less  authorization  rescinded  by  title  VI,  Public  Law 
209,  83d  Cong  .  _  ... 

-271 

-78 

-399 

-748 

Less  authorization  rescinded  by  sec.  302  (b),  Public 
Law  534,  83d  Cong _  _  _ 

0 

0 

-37 

-37 

Less  authorization  repealed  by  sec.  511,  Public  Law 
161,  84th  Cong _  . .  ...  ..  ...  ..  .  _ _ 

-297 

-190 

-484 

-971 

Less  estimated  authorization  to  be  repealed  by  sec.  410, 
Public  Law  968,  84th  Cong.  ...  .  .  .  _  ... _ 

-61 

-46 

-200 

-306 

Less  total  appropriations,  fiscal  year  1948  through  fiscal 
year  1957 _  .  _  .  _ _ _ 

-3,048 

-2,  745 

-8, 239 

-14,032: 

Residual  authorization  to  be  available  at  end  of 
fiscal  year  1957. .  _  ...  _  _  .  . . 

388 

258 

1,523 

2,169 

Additional  new  authorization  proposed  by  fiscal  year 
1958  bill _ 

+298 

+391 

+727 

+1,416 

Increases  in  prior  years  authorizations  proposed  by 
■fiscal  year  1958  bill _  _  . 

+28 

+43 

+116 

+181 

Total  of  fiscal  year  1957  residual  and  proposed 
fiscal  year  1958  authorizations _ 

714 

692 

2,  365 

3,771 

Less  estimated  authorization  to  be  repealed  by  sec.  406 
of  fiscal  year  1958  bill _  ...  _  _  . 

-8 

-10 

-50 

-68 

Less  estimated  authorization  available  for  rescission  as 
reported  under  provisions  of  sec.  403  (b),  Public  Law 
564,  81st  Cong _ 

-10 

0 

0 

-10 

Less  proposed  fiscal  year  1958  appropriation _ 

-362 

-297 

-1,153 

-1,  900 

Residual  authorization  to  be  available  at  end  of 
fiscal  year  1958  .  ...  _  _ 

334 

341 

1,162 

1, 793 

The  foregoing  tabulation  illustrates  that  the  amount  of  residual 
authorization  available  to  the  three  military  departments  is  being 
steadily  reduced  each  fiscal  year.  This  means  that  each  year  the 
lowest  priority  projects  are  eliminated  through  the  annual  rescission  of 
unfunded  authorization  over  5  years  old.  (Sec.  406  of  this  year’s 
bill  will  change  the  5  years  to  4  years  and  thereby  speed  up  the 
process  of  rescission.)  Consequently,  the  balance  of  residual  authori¬ 
zation  left  available  is  steadily  being  reviewed,  and  consists  of  both 
urgently  needed  projects,  and  other  projects  for  which  the  requirement 
has  changed  due  to  revisions  in  missions  arid  weapons.  The  military 
departments  are  each  using  part  of  their  annual  construction  appro¬ 
priations  to  assure  continued  progress  on  the  most  urgent  of  these 
[residual  projects.  The  balance  of  their  annual  appropriation  is 
applied  to  essential  new  authorizations.  It  is  necessary  that  a  proper 
balance  and  control  be  maintained  between  these  two  segments  of  the 
program,  so  that  construction  can  satisfactorily  proceed  on  both 
residual  and  new  authorization,  at  a  rate  which  is  in  proper  relation¬ 
ship  to  the  funds  the  Defense  Department  can  make  available  for 
military  construction.  In  order  to  achieve  this,  the  amount  of  new’ 
authorization  granted  this  year  has  been  closely  limited  and  consists 
mainly  of  additional  increments  on  projects  already  underway,  items 
required  to  support  new  weapons  developments,  and  essential  moderni¬ 
zation  of  our  bases.  It  is  intended  to  fund  and  utilize  all  of  this  new 
authorization  during  fiscal  year  1958. 
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Title  I — Army 

BRIEF  OF  AUTHORIZATIONS 


Title  I  (Army) : 

Inside  continental  United  States _  $120,  099,  000 

Outside  continental  United  States _  34,  613,  000 

Classified _  143,  002,  000 


Total _  297,  714,  000 


Tlie  Army  would  be  authorized  $297,714,000  in  this  bill  exclusive 
of  the  authorities  contained  in  sections  104,  105,  106,  107  and  108. 
The  new  authorization  granted  herein  is  approximately  $25.8  million 
less  than  that  authorized  the  fiscal  year  1957. 

A  general  resume  of  major  components  included  in  the  newr  author¬ 
ization  total  follows: 

(a)  The  sum  of  $44.8  million,  or  15.0  percent  of  the  total  request 
for  construction  of  troop  and  family  housing.  This  authorization 
will  provide  13,504  permanent  enlisted  men  spaces  with  supporting 
mess,  administration  and  supply  facilities,  and  2,449  semipermanent^ 
spaces;  360  permanent  spaces  for  bachelor  officers,  and  122  semi-' 
permanent  spaces  in  temporary  areas;  and  415  units  of  family  housing. 
(In  this  connection  no  new  dollar  authority  is  contained  herein  for 
the  415  sets  of  family  quarters.  The  committee  notes  that  sufficient 
unused  prior  authorization  for  family  housing  is  available,  and 
accordingly  has  added  sec.  413  to  title  IV  of  the  bill  to  permit  repro¬ 
graming  of  prior  authorization  to  meet  these  requirements.) 

(b)  The  sum  of  $115.0  million  or  38.6  percent  of  the  total  request 
for  construction  of  facilities  for  the  tactical  defense  of  key  cities,  bases 
and  industrial  centers  in  the  continental  United  States.  Also  $8.5 
million,  or  2.8  percent  of  the  total  for  construction  of  facilities  in  close 
support  of  tactical  installations  defending  the  continental  United 
States. 

(c)  The  sum  of  $20.8  million,  or  7.0  percent  for  construction  in 
support  of  Army  aviation  at  17  permanent  Army  installations. 

(d)  The  sum  of  $10.8  million  or  3.6  percent  of  the  total  request  for 
facilities  necessary  for  the  furtherance  of  the  Army’s  research  and 
development  program. 

(e)  The  sum  of  $20.8  million,  or  7.0  percent  of  the  total  for  con-, 
tinuance  of  construction  of  the  France  line  of  communications.  Alsd^ 
the  sum  of  $9.0  million,  or  3.0  percent  of  the  total  for  further  improve¬ 
ments  to  troop  living  conditions  in  Korea. 

( j )  The  balance  of  the  program,  $68.0  million  or  22.8  percent,  for 
other  essential  construction  of  facilities  including  $28.0  million  for 
other  classified  facilities,  both  in  continental  United  States  and 
temporary  base  rights  areas  overseas,  necessary  to  the  accomplish¬ 
ment  of  the  Army’s  missions,  worldwide. 

A  breakdown  of  the  program  by  broad  categories  is  as  follows: 
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Program  by  categories 
[In  thousands] 


Category 

Continen¬ 
tal  United 
States 

Overseas 

Total 

1.  Operational  and  training  facilities.  _  ..  -  .  -  _ 

2.  Maintenance  and  production  facilities- . - . -  - 

3.  R.  and  D.  and  test  facilities _ _  _ 

$16,  310 
23. 270 
10, 849 
2, 058 
3,827 
1, 689 
45, 132 
16, 138 
826 

$1, 319 
1,576 

$17, 629 
24,  846 
10, 849 
22, 812 
3,  981 
1,937 
54,  694 
17, 138 
826 

20,  754 
154 
248 
9,  562 
1,000 

5.  Hospital  and  medical  facilities _ _  _ _ 

7.  Housing  and  community  facilities _ 

8.  Utilities  and  ground  improvements-  ..  _  _  _ 

9.  Real  estate  _ _ _ _  _  _ _ 

Total _ _ _ 

120, 099 
125, 750 

34, 613 
17, 252 

154, 712 
143,  002 

245, 849 

51, 865 

297, 714 

A  description  of  the  program  by  'major  activities  and  the  missions 
'to  be  served,  follows: 

Technical  services 

Ordnance  Corots.- — The  assigned  mission  of  the  Ordnance  Corps 
under  the  direction  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  for  Logistics,  is  to 
support  Army  combat  forces  by  the  provision  of  all  weapons,  ammu¬ 
nition,  combat  vehicles,  ordnance  general  supplies  and  trained  per¬ 
sonnel  to  furnish  specialized  ordnance  services,  of  the  types  needed, 
when  and  where  needed.  This  element  of  the  program  totals  $21,- 
970,000  for  construction  at  six  installations,  to  include  operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research  anti  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  representing  7.4  percent 
of  the  program. 

Quartermaster  Corps. — The  Quartermaster  General  under  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Chief  of  Staff  for  Logistics,  develops,  provides  and  services  food, 
clothing,  petroleum  (except  field  and  higher  echelon  maintenance  of 
pipelines),  aerial  supply  equipment,  other  quartermaster  equipment, 
supplies,  maintenance  and  services  for  the  Army,  and,  as  assigned, 
for  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and  the  Marine  Corps;  provides  for  the 
*  disposal  of  Army  surplus  personal  property,  as  assigned ;  and  provides 
for  the  care  and  disposition  of  the  remains  and  personal  effects  of 
deceased  personnel  of  the  Army  and  as  directed  or  agreed  upon,  of 
the  Navy,  Air  Force,  or  Marine  Corps,  and  for  general  supervision  of 
the  operation  of  national  cemeteries.  Included  in  the  program  for 
the  Quartermaster  Corps  is  $7,533,000  for  construction  at  6  installa¬ 
tions  to  include  operational  facilities,  storage  facilities,  hospital 
facility,  troop  housing,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  representing 
2.5  percent  of  the  program. 

Chemical  Corps. — The  mission  of  the  Army  Chemical  Corps,  under 
the  direction  and  control  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  for  Logistics, 
is  to  provide  support  to  the  Department  of  Defense  (Army,  Air  Force, 
and  Navy  including  the  Marine  Corps)  in  the  fields  of  chemical, 
biological,  and  radiological  (CBR)  warfare,  including  smoke,  flame, 
and  incendiaries,  and  materiel  and  equipment.  This  mission  carries 
with  it  a  responsibility  to  assure  that  the  Army  achieves  a  realistic 
capability  for  operations  in  both  offensive  and  defensive  CBR  warfare. 
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This  segment  of  the  program  totals  $681,000  for  the  construction  of 
troop  housing  and  utilities  at  2  installations,  representing  0.2 
percent  of  the  program. 

Signal  Corps. — 'The  primary  mission  of  the  Signal  Corps  under  the 
direction  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  for  Logistics  is  to  provide  com¬ 
munication  and  pictorial  services  for  the  United  States  Army  Estab¬ 
lishment,  worldwide,  and  for  other  components  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  as  directed,.  The  Signal  Corps  element  of  the  program  totals 
$1,936,000  for  construction  of  troop  housing  at  one  installation,  repre¬ 
senting  0.6  percent  of  the  program. 

Corps  of  Engineers. — The  Corps  of  Engineers,  a  technical  service 
and  a  combatant  arm,  is  the  construction  agency  for  the  Department 
of  the  Army  whose  Chief  reports  to  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  for 
Logistics.  The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  the  commander  of  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  and  the  senior  engineer  staff  officer  of  the  Department  of 
the  Army,  and  as  such  is  in  charge  of  the  entire  military-civil  work  of 
the  Corps  of  Engineers.  Construction  proposed  for  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  totals  $4,915,000  for  construction  at  three  installations,  toj 
provide  operational  facilities,  a  training  facility,  a  maintenance  facil¬ 
ity,  utilities  and  a  research  and  development  facility,  representing  1.6 
percent  of  the  program. 

Transportation  Corps. — The  Transportation  Corps,  a  technical  serv¬ 
ice  under  the  direction  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  for  Logistics, 
provides  or  secures  transportation  services  for  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force.  This  element  of  the  program  totals  $5,116,000  for  con¬ 
struction  at  four  installations  to  provide  operational  facilities,  troop 
housing,  a  medical  facility,  an  administrative  facility  and  utilities, 
representing  1.7  percent  of  the  total  program. 

Medical  Corps.- — -The  Army  Medical  Service,  headed  by  the  Surgeon 
General  who  reports  to  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  for  Logistics,  fur¬ 
nishes  the  Army  Establishment,  and  when  appropriate,  members  of 
other  uniformed  services,  medical  and  dental  care,  hospitalization, 
evacuation,  preventive  medicine,  veterinary  and  other  services  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  maintenance  of  health.  This  program  will  provide 
$2,857,000  for  construction  at  two  Medical  Corps  installations,  for 
troop  housing  and  utilities,  representing  1  percent  of  the  total 
program. 

Continental  United  States  Armies  I 

First  United  States  Army. — -The  mission  of  the  Commanding 
General,  First  United  States  Army,  a  Continental  United  States 
Army  Command,  the  area  of  which  is  comprised  of  the  States  of 
Connecticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont  is  to:  command  the  14 
installations  and  6  subinstallations  within  the  Army  area,  including 
responsibility  for  operations,  security,  training,  administration  and 
logistical  support  of  the  active  Army  units  and  activities  assigned  or 
attached  to  the  Army;  furnish  limited  administrative  and  logistical 
support  to  the  24  additional  installations  and  4  subinstaliations  com¬ 
manded  by  the  Chief  of  an  Administrative  Service  or  Technical 
Service  of  the  Department  of  the  Army;  provide  for  administrative 
and  logistical  support  to  units  of  the  Army  Antiaircraft  Command; 
be  responsible  for  organization,  administration,  training,  logistical 
support  and  recruiting  of  the  Reserve  components  which  includes 
United  States  Army  Reserve,  Reserve  Officer  Training  Corps  (ROTC) 
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and  within  limitations,  National  Guard;  prepare  plans  for  and  conduct 
operations  in  internal  security,  military  assistance  to  civilian  authori¬ 
ties  during  emergencies,  ground  defense,  mobilization  and  other 
specific  missions  as  directed;  such  as  maintaining  designated  units  of 
the  strategic  reserve  for  rapid  deployment;  be  responsible  for  joint 
actions  with  Air  Force  and  Navy  relative  to  recruiting,  induction, 
operations,  training,  and  matters  of  mutual  interest  within  First 
Army  Area.  The  program  includes  $5,162,000  for  construction  at 
2  installations  in  the  First  Army  Area,  to  provide  operational  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 
representing  1.7  percent  of  the  program. 

Second  United  States  Army. — The  mission  of  the  Commanding 
General,  Second  United  States  Army,  a  continental  United  States 
Army  Command,  the  area  of  which  is  comprised  of  the  States  of 
Delaware,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia  is  to:  command  the  14  installations  and  2  subinstalla¬ 
tions  within  the  Army  area,  including  responsibility  for  operations, 

I  security,  training,  administration  and  logistical  support  of  the  active 
Army  units  and  activities  assigned  or  attached  to  the  Army;  furnish 
limited  administrative  and  logistical  support  to  the  47  additional 
installations  and  5  subinstallations  commanded  by  the  chief  of  an 
administrative  service  or  technical  service  of  the  Department  of  the 
Army;  provide  for  administrative  and  logistical  support  to  units  of 
the  Army  Antiaircraft  Command;  be  responsible  for  organization, 
administration,  training,  logistical  support  and  recruiting  of  the 
Reserve  components  which  includes  United  States  Army  Reserve, 
Reserve  Officer  Training  Corps  (ROTC)  and  within  limitations, 
National  Guard;  prepare  plans  for  and  conduct  operations  in  internal 
security,  military  assistance  to  civilian  authorities  during  emergencies, 
ground  defense,  mobilization,  and  other  specific  missions  as  directed; 
such  as  maintaining  designated  units  of  the  strategic  reserve  for 
rapid  deployment;  be  responsible  for  joint  actions  with  Air  Force 
and  Navy  relative  to  recruiting,  induction,  operations,  training  and 
and  matters  of  mutual  interest  within  Second  Army  Area. 

This  element  of  the  program  contains  $7,830,000  for  construction 
at  4  installations,  to  provide  operational  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  an  administrative  facility,  troop  housing, 
(community  facilities  and  utilities,  representing  2.6  percent  of  the 
program. 

Third  United  States  Army. — The  mission  of  the  commanding  general, 
Third  United  States  Army,  a  Continental  United  States  Army  Com¬ 
mand,  the  area  of  which  is  comprised  of  the  States  of  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and 
Tennessee  is  to  command  the  9  installations  and  1  sub  installation 
within  the  Army  area,  including  responsibility  for  operations,  security, 
training,  administration,  and  logistical  support  of  the  active  Army 
units  and  activities  assigned  or  attached  to  the  Army;  furnish  limited 
administrative  and  logistical  support  to  the  18  additional  installations 
commanded  by  the  Chief  of  an  administrative  service  or  technical 
service  of  the  Department  of  the  Army;  provide  for  administrative 
and  logistical  support  to  emits  of  the  Army  Antiaircraft  Command; 
be  responsible  for  organization,  administration,  training,  logistical 
support,  and  recruiting  of  the  Reserve  components  which  includes 
United  States  Army  Reserve,  Reserve  Officer  Training  Corps  (ROTC) 
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and  within  limitations,  National  Guard;  prepare  plans  for  and  conduct 
operations  in  internal  security,  military  assistance  to  civilian  authori¬ 
ties  during  emergencies,  ground  defense,  mobilization,  and  other 
specific  missions  as  directed;  such  as  maintaining  designated  units  of 
the  strategic  reserve  for  rapid  deployment;  be  responsible  for  joint 
actions  with  Air  Force  and  Navy  relative  to  recruiting,  induction, 
operations,  training,  and  matters  of  mutual  interest  within  Third 
Army  Area.  The  program  includes  $17,145,000  in  support  of  Third 
United  States  Army  at  5  installations,  to  provide  operational  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  ground  improvements  and 
utilities,  representing  5.8  percent  of  the  program. 

Fourth  United  States  Army.- — The  mission  of  the  commanding 
general,  Fourth  United  States  Army,  a  continental  United  States  Army 
Command,  the  area  of  which  is  comprised  of  the  States  of  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas  is  to  command  the 
eight  installations  within  the  Army  area,  including  responsibility  for 
operations,  security,  training,  administration,  and  logistical  support 
of  the  active  Army  units  and  activities  assigned  or  attached  to  the  ( 
Army;  furnish  limited  administrative  and  logistical  support  to  the  17 
additional  installations  and  1  subinstallation  commanded  by  the  chief 
of  an  administrative  service  or  technical  service  of  the  Department  of 
the  Army;  provide  for  administrative  and  logistical  support  to  units  of 
the  Army  Antiaircraft  Command;  be  responsible  for  organization, 
administration,  training,  logistical  support,  and  recruiting  of  the 
Reserve  components  which  includes  United  States  Army  Reserve, 
Reserve  Officer  Training  Corps  (ROTC)  and  within  limitations, 
National  Guard;  prepare  plans  for  and  conduct  operations  in  internal 
security,  military  assistance  to  civilian  authorities  during  emergencies, 
ground  defense,  mobilization,  and  other  specific  missions  as  directed; 
such  as  maintaining  designated  units  of  the  strategic  reserve  for  rapid 
deployment;  be  responsible  for  joint  actions  with  Air  Force  and  Navy 
relative  to  recruiting,  induction,  operations,  training,  and  matters  of 
mutual  interest  within  Fourth  Army  Area.  There  is  included  in  the 
program  $18,475,000  in  support  of  Fourth  Army  for  operational 
facilities,  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities, 
a  medical  facility,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  land  acquisition  and  utilities,  representing  6.2  percent  of  the 
total  program.  This  sum  and  percentage  include  an  item  of  $675,000  ( 
for  the  acquisition  of  an  office  building  at  the  entrance  gate  of  Fort 
Sam  Houston,  Tex.  The  committee  inserted  this  item  on  the  convic¬ 
tion  that  the  building  could  be  well  utilized  for  headquarters  and  other 
administrative  functions,  was  ideally  located  for  these  activities,  and 
represented  good  business  for  the  United  States  from  the  standpoint 
of  cost. 

Fifth  United  States  Army. — The  mission  of  the  commanding  general, 
Fifth  Lbiited  States  Army,  a  Continental  United  States  Army  Com¬ 
mand,  the  area  of  which  is  comprised  of  the  States  of  Colorado, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming 
is  to  command  the  16  installations  and  1  subinstallation  within  the 
Army  area,  including  responsibility  for  operations,  security,  training, 
administration,  and  logistical  support  of  the  active  Army  units  and 
activities  assigned  or  attached  to  the  Army;  furnish  limited  adminis¬ 
trative  and  logistical  support  to  the  41  additional  installations  and  7 
subinstallations  commanded  by  the  Chief  of  an  administrative  service 


CONSTRUCTION  FOR  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 


9 


or  technical  service  of  the  Department  of  the  Army;  provide  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  logistical  support  to  units  of  the  Army  Antiaircraft 
Command;  be  responsible  for  organization,  administration,  training, 
logistical  support,  and  recruiting  of  the  Reserve  components  which 
includes  United  States  Army  Reserve,  Reserve  Officers  Training  Corp 
(ROTC)  and  within  limitations,  National  Guard;  prepare  plans  for 
and  conduct  operations  in  internal  security,  military  assistance  to 
civilian  authorities  during  emergencies,  ground  defense,  mobilization, 
and  other  specific  missions  as  directed;  such  as  maintaining  designated 
units  of  the  strategic  reserve  for  rapid  deployment;  be  responsible  for 
joint  actions  with  Air  Force  and  Navy  relative  to  recruiting,  induction, 
operations,  training  and  matters  of  mutual  interest  within  Fifth  Army 
Area.  The  Fifth  Army  element  of  the  program  totals  $8,573,000  for 
construction  at  4  installations,  to  provide  an  operational  facility,  a 
maintenance  facility,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  representing  2.9 
percent  of  the  total  program. 

Sixth  United  States  Army. — The  mission  of  the  Commanding  Gen¬ 
eral,  Sixth  United  States  Army,  a  Continental  United  States  Army 
Command,  the  area  of  which  is  comprised  of  the  States  of  Arizona, 
California,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washington, 
is  to  command  the  15  installations  and  10  subinstallations  within  the 
Army  area,  including  responsibility  for  operations,  security,  training, 
administration,  and  logistical  support  of  the  active  Army  units  and 
activities  assigned  or  attached  to  the  Army;  furnish  limited  adminis¬ 
trative  and  logistical  support  to  the  28  additional  installations  com¬ 
manded  by  the  Chief  of  an  administrative  service  or  technical  service 
of  the  Department  of  the  Army;  provide  for  administrative  and 
logistical  support  to  units  of  the  Army  Antiaircraft  Command;  be 
responsible  for  organization,  administration,  training,  logistical  sup¬ 
port,  and  recruiting  of  the  Reserve  components  which  includes  United 
States  Army  Reserve,  Reserve  Officer  Training  Corps  (ROTC)  and 
within  limitations,  National  Guard;  prepare  plans  for  and  conduct 
operations  in  internal  security,  military  assistance  to  civilian  author¬ 
ities  dining  emergencies,  ground  defense,  mobilization,  and  other 
specific  missions  as  directed;  such  as  maintaining  designated  units  of 
the  strategic  reserve  for  rapid  deployment;  be  responsible  for  joint 
actions  with  Air  Force  and  Navy  relative  to  recruiting,  induction, 
operations,  training  and  matters  of  mutual  interest  within  Sixth  Army 
area.  The  program  provides  $6,718,000  at  2  installations  in  the  Sixth 
Army  area,  for  operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  troop  housing,  a  community  facility  and  utilities, 
representing  2.3  percent  of  the  total  program. 

Other  continental  United  States  areas 

The  United  States  Military  Academy,  West  Point,  has  the  mission 
of  instructing  and  training  the  Corps  of  Cadets,  so  that  each  graduate 
shall  have  the  qualities  and  attributes  essential  to  his  progressive  and 
continuing  development  throughout  a  lifetime  career  as  an  officer  of 
the  Regular  Army.  The  Army’s  program  contains  $1,666,000  for 
construction  of  utilities  at  the  Academy,  representing  0.6  percent  of 
the  total  program. 

Armed  Forces  special  weapons  project. — The  Armed  Forces  special 
weapons  project  is  an  agency  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  of  the 
three  military  departments.  Its  mission  is  to  furnish  support  to  the 
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departments  in  the  field  of  atomic  weapons  by  providing  technical, 
logistical,  and  training  services.  The  AFSWP  responsibilities  include 
all  national  stockpile  sites:  Sandia  Base  at  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.;  a 
field  command  at  Sandia  Base  and  the  project  headquarters.  Con¬ 
struction  in  the  amount  of  $1,056,000  is  included  in  the  program,  or 
0.4  percent  at  6  installations  to  provide  an  operational  facility,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities. 

Tactical  installation  support. — These  facilities  provide  the  close 
logistical  support  for  tactical  defense  installations  in  the  continental 
United  States.  This  element  of  the  program  totals  $8,466,000  at 
various  installations,  or  2.8  percent  of  the  program,  to  provide  an 
operational  facility,  maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  community  facilities,  troop  housing,  family  housing, 
and  utilities. 

Overseas  permanent  and  general  areas 

Alaskan  area. — The  Alaska  Command  provides  the  ground  and 
antiaircraft  defense  and  logistic  support  of  military  bases  in  Alaska  j 
and  operates  the  Army  Arctic  Test  Center.  The  program  includes 
$4,143,000,  or  1.4  percent,  for  the  construction  of  an  administrative 
facility,  operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  family  housing 
and  utilities  at  5  permanent  installations  and  various  tactical  sites. 

Pacific  Command  area. — The  program  includes  $154,000  for  con¬ 
struction  of  medical  facilities  at  one  installation,  or  0.1  percent  of  the 
total. 

Caribbean  Command  area. — The  mission  of  the  command  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  ground  and  air  defense  of  the  Panama  Canal;  to  operate  the 
United  States  Army  Caribbean  School  for  Latin  American  and  United 
States  military  personnel,  and  to  provide  logistical  support  for  military 
bases  in  the  Panama-Puerto  Rico  area.  The  program  for  this  com¬ 
mand  totals  $562,000  or  0.2  percent  of  the  program  for  construction 
of  community  facilities  and  utilities  at  2  installations. 

United  States  Army,  Europe.- — This  element  of  the  program  totals 
$20,754,000  for  continuance  of  construction  of  the  line  of  communica¬ 
tions,  France.  The  mission  of  the  LOG  is  to  provide  logistical  support 
for  the  combat  forces  of  the  United  States  Army  stationed  in  Germany. 
The  construction  is  for  various  installations  and  represents  7.0  percent 
of  the  total  program. 

Army  Forces,  Far  East. — The  program  includes  $9  million  or  3  per¬ 
cent  of  the  program  for  further  improvements  to  troop  living  and 
operating  conditions  in  Korea.  The  mission  of  the  United  States 
Army  in  Korea  is  to  command  ail  United  States  Army  Forces  assigned 
or  attached  in  Korea  and  to  exercise  operational  control  over  United 
Nations,  Republic  of  Korea,  and  such  other  ground  forces  as  may  be 
provided  by  the  commander  in  chief,  United  Nations  Command.  To 
provide  logistical  support  for  such  United  Nations  or  Republic  of 
Korea  forces  or  agencies  as  may  be  directed  and  to  be  prepared  to 
militarily  support  United  States  interests  in  preservation  of  the  in¬ 
dependence  of  the  Republic  of  Korea  as  such  action  may  be  directed 
by  the  Commander  in  Chief,  Far  East  Command. 

Section  102 

This  section  includes  $143,002,000  or  48  percent  of  the  program 
for  the  establishment  and  development  of  classified  Army  installations, 
worldwide. 
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Section  108 

This  is  a  new  provision,  not  heretofore  requested  by  the  Army. 
The  authority  will  permit  the  Department  of  the  Army  to  purchase 
out  of  appropriations  available  for  military  construction,  family 
housing,  including  land  acquisition,  at  or  near  military  tactical  in¬ 
stallations  for  assignment  as  public  quarters  to  military  personnel 
and  their  dependents.  The  provision  limits  the  number  of  units  that 
may  be  acquired  by  the  Army  to  300  sets  of  quarters,  and  stipulates 
that  housing  so  acquired  shall  be  subject  to  existing  statutory  cost  and 
space  limitations.  The  committee  acknowledges  that  this  authoriza¬ 
tion  is  permissive  in  nature,  and  accordingly  no  dollar  authorization 
has  been  granted.  The  committee  also  understands  that  the  Army 
will  not  resort  to  condemnation  proceedings  in  the  acquisition  of  such 
housing,  except  where  necessary  to  clear  the  title. 

Sections  104,  105,  106,  and  107 

These  sections  provide  amendments  to  Public  Laws  209  and  534 
of  the  83d  Congress,  and  Public  Laws  161  and  968  of  the  84th  Con¬ 
gress,  increasing  authorizations  granted  in  these  laws  at  certain 
installations.  These  amendments  are  necessary  to  defray  deficiencies 
in  authorization  granted  in  fiscal  year  1954  through  fiscal  year  1957, 
brought  about  basically  by  the  general  rise  in  construction  cost 
indexes  throughout  the  world. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The  committee  concludes  that  the  Army’s  program  is  a  sound, 
well-balanced  program,  developed  under  austere  considerations,  and 
is  consistent  with  the  Nation’s  economy.  The  program  includes  only 
the  minimum,  most  urgently  needed  construction  to  carry  out  the 
Army's  missions  throughout  the  world. 

The  committee  notes  that  the  Army  has  made  most  commendable 
progress  in  minimizing  requests  for  the  acquisition  of  new  lands. 
Aside  from  land  required  for  antiaircraft  Nike  installations  in  the 
continental  United  States,  there  are  only  2  land  acquisition  projects 
included,  for  a  total  of  8  acres  to  be  acquired  in  fee  title  at  a  cost  of 
$41,500. 

Title  II — Navy 

BRIEF  OF  AUTHORIZATIONS 


Tide  II  (Navy): 

Inside  the  United  States _  $260,  377,  000 

Outside  the  United  States _  65,  627,  000 

Classified _  65,  091,  000 


Total _  391,  095,  000 


The  Navy  would  be  authorized  in  this  bill  $391,095,000  for  new 
public  works  and  an  increase  in  prior  authorization  of  $42,648,000  to 
compensate  for  increases  in  cost  to  construct  certain  public  works 
which  had  been  authorized  in  previous  years.  The  Navy’s  program 
is  an  integral  part  of  a  long-range  plan  to  modernize  its  Shore  Estab¬ 
lishment  in  keeping  with  the  modernization  of  its  operating  forces 
which  has  been  underway  since  World  War  II. 

The  bill  would  authorize  only  one  new  activity  for  the  Navy.  This 
is  the  naval  air  facility,  John  H.  Towers  Field,  at  a  location  to  be 
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determined  later,  probably  somewhere  in  the  triangular  area  of  Mary¬ 
land  between  Washington,  Baltimore,  and  Annapolis.  It  would  be 
used  for  indoctrination  of  midshipmen  from  the  Naval  Academy  and 
also  for  the  aviation  functions  now  performed  at  the  naval  air  station, 
Anacostia,  D.  C.  The  authorization  would  be  for  acquisition  of  land 
at  an  estimated  cost  of  $3,200,000.  This  would  be  the  first  increment 
of  the  facility  which  has  been  recommended  for  a  number  of  years  by 
the  Board  of  Visitors.  It  had  been  authorized  last  year  by  the  House 
bill  but  was  excluded  from  the  authorization  act  finally  passed  by  the 
Congress  to  allow  the  Navy  to  make  further  site  studies.  The  estab¬ 
lishment  of  Towers  Field  will  produce  a  dividend  by  making  available 
the  facilities  of  the  naval  air  station,  Anacostia,  for  use  by  the  naval 
receiving  station,  thus  avoiding  an  immediate  expenditure  of  an  esti¬ 
mated  $20  million  for  a  new  receiving  station.  The  receiving  station, 
now  located  adjacent  to  the  air  station,  must  be  relocated  to  make 
room  for  the  Anacostia  Freeway,  a  highway  that  is  now  under  con¬ 
struction.  If  the  present  naval  air  station  is  to  be  used  as  the  naval 
receiving  station,  the  Navy  estimates  the  long-range  cost  for  barracks 
and  other  facilities  will  be  $15  million. 

Approximately  84  percent,  or  $328.9  million  of  the  Navy’s  program 
is  for  piers,  runways,  shops,  and  other  operational  facilities.  Twelve 
percent,  or  $46.6  million  is  for  barracks,  bachelor  officers’  quarters, 
messes,  dispensaries,  and  other  personnel  support  facilities;  about 
3  percent,  or  $9.9  million  is  for  laboratories  and  similar  research  and 
development  facilities;  and  the  remaining  1  percent  of  the  Navy’s 
program,  or  $5.7  million  is  for  acquisition  of  fee  and  easement  interests 
in  land. 

The  Navy  presented  what  the  committee  considered  to  be  a  “tight” 
program,  requesting  authorization  of  public  works  projects  totaling 
$435,099,000.  The  committee  studied  the  program  thoroughly  and 
interrogated  Navy  representatives  closely.  One  of  the  projects  con¬ 
sidered,  Subsidence  Remedial  Measures,  Naval  Shipyard,  Long 
Beach,  Calif.,  was  passed  over  temporarily  because  the  committee 
felt  unsure  that  it  is  required  immediately.  To  dispel  this  uncertainty, 
the  chairman  appointed  a  subcommittee  to  make  an  immediate  on¬ 
site  investigation.  The  subcommittee  visited  the  shipyard,  held  an 
open  hearing  at  which  the  various  interested  organizations  and  indi¬ 
viduals  were  given  an  opportunity  to  air  their  views,  returned  to 
Washington  and  reported  to  the  full  committee.  It  is  the  considered 
opinion  of  the  committee  that  this  project  should  be  restored  to  the 
bill,  but  only  in  the  amount  of  $1,500,000.  The  Navy  informed  the 
subcommittee  that  this  amount  would  provide  for  the  immediately 
required  minimum  construction,  a  dike,  which  would  protect  the 
Government  property  from  inundation.  The  committee  believes  that 
the  Federal  Government  should  take  no  further  action  until  the.  local 
community  and  those  profiting  from  the  extraction  of  oil  have  given 
concrete  evidence  that  they  are  doing  all  reasonably  possible  to  correct 
the  subsidence  problem. 

The  Navy’s  program  approved  by  the  committee  consists  of  the 
following  10  classes  of  facilities: 

1.  Shipyard  facilities,  $77 ,144,000 

Shipyard  facilities  line  items  are  required  to  support  the  improved 
types  of  ships  which  are  now  joining  the  fleet,  to  protect  the  existing 
installations  including  two  shipyards,  to  provide  certain  classified 
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operational  facilities  for  our  fleet  commanders,  to  provide  urgently 
needed  barracks,  hospitals,  and  community  facilities  for  our  person¬ 
nel  in  the  Philippines  and  to  improve  the  capabilities  of  our  laboratories 
in  research  and  development. 

This  class  of  facilities  is  composed  of  34  line  items  at  13  activities. 
One  of  the  major  items  is  the  first  increment  of  construction  of  a 
drydock  at  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Wash.,  to  accommodate 
the  Forrestal  class  carriers  for  major  repairs.  When  it  is  completed, 
this  will  be  the  only  United  States  drydock  in  which  battle  damage 
to  these  lai'ge  carriers  can  be  efficiently  and  economically  repaired. 
Other  projects  in  this  group  will  correct  deficiencies  in  facilities  at 
7  continental  installations;  will  provide  for  the  minimum  construc¬ 
tion,  the  building  of  a  dike,  to  protect  the  naval  shipyard  at  Long 
Beach,  Calif.,  from  flooding  by  the  ocean  as  a  result  of  ground  sub¬ 
sidence;  will  provide  for  reconstruction  of  a  deteriorated  wharf  and 
construction  of  crane  tracks  around  a  drydock  at  the  Pearl  Harbor 
Naval  Shipyard;  will  provide  for  another  increment  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  naval  base  and  naval  station  at  Subic  Bay  in  the  Philippines; 
and  will  provide  certain  facilities  to  the  commanders  in  chief  of  the 
Atlantic  and  Pacific  Fleets  essential  to  their  operations. 

2.  Fleet  base  facilities,  $19,216,000 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  fleet  facilities  program  to  insure  adequate 
shore-based  support,  peculiar  to  no  single  element  of  the  operating 
forces,  but  general  in  scope  and  completely  responsive  to  broad 
requirements  of  composite  elements  of  the  fleet.  Such  facilities  must 
be  so  located  as  to  insure  support  on  a  timely  and  efficient  basis  in 
order  to  maximize  the  combat  effectiveness  of  limited  combat  forces. 

There  are  13  line  items  at  the  8  activities  in  this  group.  Six  of 
the  items  are  for  support  of  personnel  at  continental  and  overseas 
stations  and  include  barracks,  bachelor  officers’  quarters,  enlisted 
men’s  recreation  facilities,  family  housing,  and  additional  station 
hospital  facilities.  The  family  housing  and  hospital  improvements 
are  for  the  isolated  naval  station,  Atlak,  Alaska.  The  remaining 
items  are  for  utilities  improvements  at  2  continental  and  2  overseas 
stations ;  additional  headquarters  facilities  for  the  commander  in  chief, 
Pacific,  made  necessary  by  the  recent  consolidation  of  responsibilities 
in  the  area;  and  ship  mooring  and  berthing  facilities  at  2  continental 
stations. 

3.  Aviation  facilities,  $178,566,000 

The  aviation  shore  activities  are  necessary  for  training  new  naval 
aviators,  for  supporting  the  Operating  Forces  of  the  Navy,  including 
the  Marine  Corps,  and  for  research  and  development  in  the  aero¬ 
nautical  field.  The  projects  in  the  bill  under  the  sponsorship  of  the 
Bureau  of  Aeronautics  are  designed  to  enable  the  Naval  Aeronautical 
Shore  Establishment  to  more  nearly  attain  its  mission  and  to  improve 
the  safety  of  operations  as  illustrated  by  the  extension  of  runways, 
installations  of  optical  landing  systems,  and  TACAN  installations. 

Aviation  facilities  comprise  nearly  half  of  the  Navy’s  program, 
dollarwise.  This  class  includes  135  line  items  at  47  air  stations. 
There  are  several  “package”  programs  in  this  group.  The  first  of 
these  at  a  total  cost,  of  $3,189,000  is  to  provide  an  “optical  landing 
system”  at  18  continental  and  5  overseas  air  stations  to  reduce  pilot 
error  in  landing  fast  jet  aircraft.  The  second  program  will  provide  a 
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“TACAN” — tactical  air  navigation  facility — at  10  continental  and 
2  overseas  stations.  This  is  another  safety  system,  an  electronic  di¬ 
rectional  facility  which  will  provide  for  improved  navigation  of  air¬ 
craft.  The  total  cost  of  these  facilities  is  estimated  at  $528,000.  The 
third  package  will  provide  guided-missile  support  facilities  at  4  conti¬ 
nental  and  2  overseas  air  stations  at  a  cost  of  $1,719,000.  The  final 
aviation  package  program  will  provide  for  extension  of  one  runway 
at  each  of  1 1  continental  and  8  overseas  air  stations  to  a  length  equiv¬ 
alent  to  10,000  feet  at  sea  level.  It  includes  a  corresponding  increase 
in  taxiway  length  and  runway  and  taxiwav  lighting.  The  Navy  re¬ 
quires  the  longer  runways  for  safe  landing  of  fast  jet  aircraft  and  safe 
recovery  after  abortive  takeoffs  of  loaded  aircraft.  At  8  of  the  14 
stations  acquisition  of  land  will  be  required  for  the  runway  extensions 
and  end  zones  and  relocation  of  public  or  private  utilities,  railroads, 
roads,  or  drainage  ditches.  The  total  estimated  cost  of  this  package 
is  $67,904,000. 

The  aviation  facilities  are  composed  of  five  groups  of  air  stations. 
The  first  group  consists  of  18  line  items  at  8  naval  air  training  stations. 
The  program  will  provide  for  the  second  increment  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  two  new  air  advanced  training  stations  at  Meridian,  Miss., 
and  New  Iberia,  La.  It  also  provides  for  dredging  and  construction 
of  a  pier  at  Pensacola  to  accommodate  an  Essex  class,  angled-deck 
carrier  to  be  used  in  carrier  qualification  training  procedures.  Defi¬ 
ciencies  in  facilities  will  be  corrected  at  the  other  stations. 

The  second  group  are  the  fleet  support  air  stations,  made  up  of 
60  line  items  at  19  stations.  Included  are  second  increments  for 
development  of  a  master  jet  field  at  Lemoore,  Calif.,  a  seaplane  facility 
at  Harvey  Point,  N.  C.,  and  an  auxiliary  field  used  in  training  in 
guided-missile  operation  at  San  Clemente  Island,  about  80  miles  west 
of  San  Diego,  off  the  coast  of  California.  The  other  projects  are  for 
relatively  minor  buildup  of  existing  stations  in  line  with  technological 
advancements. 

The  third  group  consists  of  21  line  items  at  5  Marine  Corps  air 
stations.  It  includes  another  increment  for  development  of  the 
Beaufort,  S.  C.,  station  for  accommodation  of  the  Third  Marine  Air 
Group.  It  will  also  provide  for  modernization  of  the  other  four  sta¬ 
tions,  including  land  for  developing  the  Mojave  Station  under  the  new 
concept  to  minimize  future  encroachments. 

The  fourth  group  of  4  special-purpose  air  stations  includes  7  line 
items  for  continued  buildup  of  these  existing  stations  and  the  first 
increment — the  acquisition  of  land  for  the  naval  air  facility,  John  H. 
Towers  Field,  mentioned  previously. 

The  final  aviation  facilities  group  are  29  line  items  at  11  existing 
overseas  stations.  The  major  project  in  this  group  will  provide  the 
second  increment  of  facilities  for  the  development  of  the  naval  air 
station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  P.  R.  Although  the  runways  have  been  in 
use  for  the  annual  fleet  exercises,  the  other  station  facilities,  including 
some  transferred  from  the  Army,  of  World  War  II  vintage,  have  been 
inactive  for  a  number  of  years.  This  station  is  being  used  for  guided- 
missile  training  of  the  Operating  Forces  of  the  Navy  in  the  Atlantic 
Fleet.  The  other  projects  will  continue  the  development  of  the 
Navy’s  strategic  overseas  bases.  The  second  and  final  project  in  this 
year’s  program  for  family  housing  is  included  for  the  naval  station  at 
Argentia,  Newfoundland. 
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4.  Supply  facilities,  $5,329,000 

The  mission  and  purpose  of  the  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts 
shore  facilities  is  to  provide  direct  supply  support  to  the  fleet  through¬ 
out  the  world.  Supply  centers  and  depots  replenish  combatant  ships 
and  mobile  support  ships  wherever  deployed,  as  well  as  furnishing 
supply  support  to  naval  installations,  such  as  shipyards,  air  stations, 
training  centers,  etc.  Navy  material  stocks,  repair  parts,  and 
consumable  supplies  are  controlled  by  inventory  control  points  which 
are  also  a  part  of  the  Bureau’s  shore  facilities. 

This  group  of  projects  will  provide  for  electronic  data  processing 
facilities  at  3  continental  supply  offices;  the  second  and  final  incre¬ 
ment  of  petroleum  storage  replacement  facilities  at  Adak;  a  commis¬ 
sary  store  at  Guam;  and  the  second  increment  for  development  of  the 
supply  depot  at  Subic  Ba}',  Philippine  Islands,  consisting  of  5  line 
items. 

5.  Marine  Corps  facilities,  $21 ,725,000 

The  Marine  Corps  is  subject  to  call  on  short  notice  to  deploy  its 
forces,  ranging  in  size  from  a  few  men  to  a  division,  to  any  part  of  the 
world,  for  guard  duty,  to  quell  a  disturbance,  or  to  participate  in 
full-scale  war.  Consequently  the  Marines  must  be  highly  trained 
in  amphibious  and  other  means  of  warfare,  and  competently  led. 
Constant  training  is  necessary  to  attain  and  retain  proficiency. 

This  group  of  projects  consists  of  37  line  items  at  8  continental 
Marine  Corps  activities.  Facilities  will  be  provided  for  maintenance 
of  Marine  equipment,  for  support  of  personnel  and  for  personnel  train¬ 
ing. 

6.  Ordnance  facilities ,  $36,070,000 

The  objective  of  the  military  construction  program  of  the  Bureau 
of  Ordnance  is  to  provide  and  keep  modern  facilities  ashore  for  effec¬ 
tive  support  of  the  fleet.  Recent  introduction  of  new  weapons  into 
the  fleet  has  generated  requirements  for  new  support  facilities.  In 
turn,  these  new  support  facilities  are  already  placing  greater  demand 
on  our  stations  for  electric  power,  steam  and  water.  Additionally, 
there  are  urgent  requirements  to  replace  or  modernize  overage  facilities. 

This  construction  program  provides  for  the  above  three  classes  of 
requirements.  Over  75  percent  of  the  program  provides  for  new 
facilities  to  support  new  weapons. 

There  are  57  line  items  at  14  Ordnance  activities  in  this  group.  At 
5  of  the  activities  important  development  work  on  guided  missiles 
will  be  conducted.  At  the  other  Ordnance  activities  facilities  will  be 
provided  for  storage  and  processing  of  guided  missiles  and  other  types 
of  ammunition. 

7.  Service  school  facilities ,  $13,800,000 

The  Chief  of  Naval  Personnel’s  program  is  part  of  an  integrated 
continuing  plan  designed  to  provide  a  balance  between  the  new 
weapons  system  and  the  demand  for  high  degree  of  personnel  training 
and  stability  in  view  of  limited  manpower  resources.  The  program 
includes  facilities  to  meet  new  training  requirements,  and  for  the 
improvement  of  morale  and  stability  of  personnel  through  the  provi¬ 
sion  of  better  living  accommodations  and  adequate  recreational 
facilities. 
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There  are  6  line  items  at  4  continental  stations  in  this  group  of 
projects.  The  projects  are  for  personnel  training  facilities  and  bar¬ 
racks  and  bachelor  officers’  quarters.  The  first  increment  for  exten¬ 
sion  of  Bancroft  Hall  at  the  Naval  Academy,  long  recommended  by 
the  Board  of  Visitors,  is  included.  It  will  provide  for  the  construction 
of  the  foundations  and  the  plans  for  later  construction  of  the  super¬ 
structures  of  the  additional  wings  to  Bancroft  Hall.  The  3,600 
midshipmen  at  the  Academy  are  now  crowded  into  space  designed  to 
accommodate  only  2,500.  The  project,  when  completed,  will  relieve 
this  intolerable  condition. 

8.  Communication  facilities,  824,244,000 

The  mission  of  naval  communications  is  to : 

(а)  Provide  required  reliable,  secure,  rapid  communications 
primarily  for  control  of  the  operating  forces,  and  secondarily  to 
facilitate  the  administration  of  the  Naval  Establishment. 

(б)  Perform  classified  operations  required  of  the  Navy  by  the 
National  Security  Agency  and  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations. 

The  20  line  items  at  the  12  stations  in  this  group  are  needed  pri¬ 
marily  to  modernize  the  Navy’s  communication  system  in  keeping 
with  the  tremendous  technical  advances  in  communication  equip¬ 
ment  which  offer  increased  speed  and  reliability  with  an  attendant 
reduction  in  manpower.  One  continental  and  one  overseas  project 
will  permit  the  Navy  to  fulfill,  in  part,  its  responsibility  to  provide  a 
link  in  the  Department  of  Defense  communication  “scatter  system.” 
This  system  is  nearly  100  percent  reliable,  a  very  important  asset  in 
the  northern  areas  where  it  will  operate  and  where  long  and  frequent 
“blackouts”  are  not  uncommon  with  conventional  equipment. 

9.  Office  of  Naval  Research,  $ 9,180,000 

Public  works  sponsored  by  the  Office  of  Naval  Research  are  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  adequate  facilities  for  conducting  scientific 
research  and  development  in  the  fields  of  nuclear  ph}rsics  and  radio 
astronomy. 

There  are  only  2  line  items  at  2  continental  locations  in  this  group. 
The  first  line  item  will  provide  for  an  additional  floor  on  the  three- 
story  laboratory  building  at  the  Naval  Research  Laboratory,  District 
of  Columbia.  This  will  provide  much  needed  space  to  further  research 
in  the  nuclear  field.  The  other  facility  is  to  be  constructed  at  Sugar 
Grove,  W.  Va. 

10.  Yards  and  docks  facilities,  $5,821 ,000 

The  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  shore  activities  are  required  for 
several  purposes:  (a)  To  receive,  store,  and  ship  construction  mate¬ 
rials  and  advanced  base  components  for  current  and  mobilization 
overseas  construction;  ( b )  for  the  operations  and  maintenance  of 
facilities  at  major  naval  complexes;  and  (c)  supervision  of  construction 
of  the  overall  Navy,  and,  as  required,  Air  Force,  public  works  program. 

This  group  of  facilities  will  provide  for  7  line  items  at  5  locations. 
Four  of  the  line  items  will  provide  improvements  to  existing  utilities 
systems.  A  fifth  line  item  will  provide  for  a  utilities  shop  at  the 
public  works  center  at  Subic  Bay  in  the  Philippines.  The  remaining 
two  line  items  are  for  electronic  data  processing  facilities  and  a  provi¬ 
sions  cold  storage  plant  at  the  naval  construction  battalion  center, 
Port  Hueneme,  Calif. 
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The  committee  also  approved  a  number  of  amendments  to  prior 
authorizations  of  public  works.  It  considered  that  the  various  factors 
contributing  to  higher  costs  in  today’s  construction  market  warrant 
the  requested  increases  in  authorization.  The  amount  approved  totals 
$42,648,000. 

Title  III — -Air  Force 

BRIEF  OF  AUTHORIZATION 


Title  III  (Air  Force) : 

Inside  continental  United  States _  $437,  357,  000 

Outside  continental  United  States _  225,  407,  000 

Classified _  65,  000,  000 


Total _  727,  764,  000 


The  Air  Force  would  be  authorized  $727,764,000  in  this  bill  to 
provide  for  the  construction  of  new  facilities  at  187  major  installations, 
.of  which  123  are  inside  the  United  States  and  64  are  in  oversea  areas. 
The  bill  also  provides  facilities  at  a  number  of  other  installations  and 
sites  including  operational  sites  for  strategic  defense  and  tactical 
missiles,  off-base  navigation  aids,  aircraft  control  and  warning  system 
sites,  and  facilities  at  classified  locations.  In  addition,  the  bill  pro¬ 
vides  an  increase  of  $114,962,000  in  authorization  in  prior  years’  laws 
to  cover  the  increased  costs  on  certain  approved  projects. 

The  Air  Force  installations  program  of  the  last  several  years  has 
been  aimed  at  providing  airbase  facilities  required  for  the  137-wing 
Air  Force  that  in  1953  was  approved  as  the  Air  Force  goal.  This 
original  goal  of  137  combat  wings  by  June  1957  now  has  been  modified 
by  a  thorough  review  of  the  Air  Force  task  and  today’s  more  modern 
and  more  powerful  equipment  and  weapons.  By  the  end  of  fiscal 
year  1958,  the  Air  Force  proposes  to  reduce  the  force  to  128  wings, 
with  further  reductions  in  subsequent  years  indicated  dependent  upon 
the  extent  to  which  new  weapons  and  equipments  are  proven  and  can 
provide  adequate  defensive  and  offensive  capability  with  reduced 
numbers  of  force  units.  The  fiscal  year  1958  military  construction 
program  of  the  Air  Force  includes  the  minimum  facilities  required  to 
provide  an  operational  capability  to  the  forces  planned  at  end  fiscal 
year  1960. 

i 
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Breakdown  of  the  Air  Force  authorization  request  is  contained  iD 
the  following  tables: 


Authorization 

amount 

Percent 
of  total 

Inside  the  United  States: 

Thousands 
$163, 435 
107,  657 
45,  581 
48,  432 
26,  213 
23,  876 
7,331 
6,784 

6, 341 
1,428 
50 

22.5 

14.8 

Air  Training  Command _  _ 

6.3 

Air  Materiel  Command _  _ _ _ 

6.6 

Tactical  Air  Command _ _  _ 

3.6 

3.3 

Aircraft  control  and  warning  system _  .  _  _ _ _  _ 

1.0 

Air  Proving  Ground  Command _  _  ____  _  _  _____ 

.9 

.9 

Continental  Air  Command . . 

Air  University. _ _  _ _  _ _ 

.2 
.  1- 

Special  facilities  _  _  _ 

229 

.1- 

Inside  United  States,  total _ _  __  __  _ _ _  _ 

437, 357 

60.1 

Outside  the  United  States: 

Aircraft  control  and  warning  system _  _  _  _ 

70, 000 
64,  216 
39,  217 

9.6 

Strategic  Air  Command _ _  _  ...  ___  __ 

8.8 

USAF,  Europe  . 

5.  4 

Far  East  Air  Forces _ _ _ _ _ 

15;  380 
18,  652 
15,  006 
1,400 

2. 1 

Alaskan  Air  Command _ _ _  _ _  _ _ _ __ 

2.6 

Military  Air  Transport  Service. _  _  _ 

2. 1 

Caribbean  Air  Command . ...  .  . 

.2 

Air  Materiel  Command  .  ...  ... 

1,  366 
170 

.2 

Special  facilities _  _ 

.1- 

Outside  United  States,  total . . . . . 

Sec.  302:  Classified  facilities . . . . 

225,  407 
65,  000 

31.0 

8.9 

Worldwide  total _  _ _ _ 

727, 764 

100.0 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  for  the  ah'  defense 
of  the  continental  United  States. 

This  program  amounts  to  $107,657,000  and  provides  operating 
facilities  at  28  locations. 

Included  within  the  total  are  $13,793,000  to  provide  facilities  in 
support  of  Strategic  Air  Command  heavy  and  medium  bomber 
squadrons  at  3  locations;  $244,000  to  provide  support  facilities  for  a 
strategic  missile  squadron  at  1  location;  $42,963,000  to  provide 
facilities  for  4  air  defense  missile  squadrons;  $5,215,000  for  the  acqusi- 
tion  of  necessary  real  estate  to  provide  Air  Defense  Command  am¬ 
munition  storage  facilities  in  support  of  various  fighter-interceptor 
squadrons. 

The  remainder  of  the  Air  Defense  Command  program  provides 
facilities  required  to  support  the  basic  mission. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  (1)  provide  adequate  and  effi¬ 
cient  systems  of  procurement,  production,  maintenance  and  supply 
for  the  United  States  Air  Force;  (2)  provide  general  overall  logistical 
support  for  all  activities  and  agencies  for  the  United  States  Air  Force; 
(3)  train  specialized  units  for  the  accomplishment  of  specified  logistics 
functions  in  overseas  areas  and  theaters;  and  (4)  train  individuals 
requiring  a  long  training  lead  time  to  fill  requirements  of  air  depot 
type  units  scheduled  for  activation  and  to  fill  replacement  require¬ 
ments.  This  program  amounts  to  $48,432,000  and  provides  facilities 
at  12  locations. 
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Included  within  AMC  total  program  there  are  facilities  to  modern¬ 
ize  the  AMC  depots  totaling  $5,542,000,  and  $23,584,000  for  facilities 
to  accommodate  SAC  dispersal  missions  at  2  locations.  Also  included 
in  the  AMC  program  are  $1,636,000  for  facilities  for  research  and 
development  at  2  locations,  and  $1,331,000  for  facilities  for  Air  De¬ 
fense  fighter-interceptor  squadrons  at  2  bases.  The  remainder  of  the 
program  is  composed  of  items  to  support  the  basic  AMC  mission 
requirement. 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  (1)  perform  employment  suit¬ 
ability  testing  of  aircraft,  guided  missiles,  navigational  aids,  com¬ 
ponents,  and  material;  (2)  develop  techniques  and  procedures  in  the 
use  and  operation  of  aircraft,  guided  missiles,  armament,  and  com¬ 
ponents  applicable  to  Air  Force  purposes.  This  program  amounts  to 
$6,784,000  consisting  of  an  electronic  test  range,  radar  communica¬ 
tions  test  range,  guided-missile  electronic  test  range,  armament 
I  research  test  range,  quarters  for  officers  and  nurses,  base  chapel, 
storm  drainage  disposal,  and  necessary  acquisition  of  land  to  support 
off-base  instrumentation  sites. 

AIR  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  attain  and  maintain  qualitative 
superiority  by  the  following  procedures:  (1)  Conduct  or  supervise 
scientific  and  technical  studies  required  for  the  accomplishment  of 
Air  Force  missions;  (2)  seek  new  basic  knowledge  from  which  improved 
aeronautical  equipment,  material,  weapons  and  techniques  can  be 
developed;  (3)  undertake  the  development  and  recommend  the 
adoption  of  appropriate  new  and  improved  devices  and  systems  for 
the  conduct  and  support  of  air  warfare,  including  aircraft,  missiles, 
weapons,  techniques,  and  procedures  applicable  to  Air  Force  purposes. 
This  program  amounts  to  $23,876,000  and  provides  facilities  at  6 
major  installations  and  5  auxiliary  installations. 

Included  within  the  Air  Research  and  Development  Command  total 
program  are  technical  facilities  for  research,  development,  and  testing 
totaling  $11,387,000  and  facilities  for  Air  Defense  fighter-interceptor 
^squadrons  at  2  bases  totaling  $4,815,000.  The  remainder  of  the 
program  is  composed  of  items  to  support  the  basic  ARDC  mission 
requirement. 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  flying  training  leading 
to  an  aeronautical  rating;  air-crew  training;  basic  and  advanced  tech¬ 
nical  training  leading  to  an  Air  Force  specialty;  basic  military  train¬ 
ing;  mobile  training,  and  such  other  training  as  may  be  directed  by 
the  Chief  of  Staff,  USAF.  This  program  amounts  to  $45,581,000  for 
Air  Training  Command  and  provides  facilities  at  19  locations. 

$16,287,000  provides  for  base  support  facilities  for  Air  Training 
Command  and  modernization  of  the  USAF  pilot  training  program  at 
three  locations  and  expansion  of  the  combat  crew  training  capability 
at  2  locations;  $9,833,000  for  the  expansion  of  the  runways  for  flying 
training  at  three  bases  and  2  auxiliaries;  $10,689,000  for  facilities  to 
accommodate  the  SAC  dispersal  mission  at  3  locations;  $8,649,000  for 
facilities  for  Air  Defense  Command  fighter-interceptor  redeployment 
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at  3  new  locations;  and  $123,000  for  facilities  for  an  ADC  fighter 
interceptor  mission  at  1  base. 

AIR  UNIVERSITY 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  prepare  officers  for  command  of 
large  Air  Force  units,  wings,  groups,  and  squadrons,  and  for  staff 
duties  appropriate  to  those  command  positions  and  to  provide  educa¬ 
tion  to  meet  the  scientific  requirements  of  the  Ah-  Force.  This  pro¬ 
gram  amounting  to  $50,000  provides  for  acquisition  of  a  runway 
clearance  easement  at  Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Ala. 

CONTINENTAL  AIR  COMMAND 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  discharge  within  the  continental 
United  States  and  field  responsibilities  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  USAF, 
with  respect  to : 

The  Reserve  Forces  for  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  that  are 
assigned  to  the  Continental  Air  Command,  including  supervision  and 
inspection  of  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States. 

Domestic  emergencies. 

Miscellaneous  administrative  functions. 

In  the  event  of  war  or  other  emergency,  mobilize  the  units  and/or 
individuals  of  the  Air  Force  Reserve  that  are  assigned  to  the  Conti¬ 
nental  Air  Command. 

Discharge  within  the  continental  United  States  such  other  responsi¬ 
bilities  as  the  Chief  of  Staff,  USAF,  may  direct. 

The  program  amounts  to  $1,428,000  and  provides  facilities  at  3 
locations. 

$952,000  provide  for  an  altitude  building  required  by  the  School  of 
Aviation  Medicine  at  Brooks  Air  Force  Base.  The  remaining 
$476,000  support  the  basic  mission  of  the  command. 

There  are  no  facilities  included  in  this  program  in  support  of  the 
Reserve  forces  mission.  Reserve  Force  facilities  are  being  provided 
under  the  National  Defense  Facilities  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  (1)  airlift  required  in 
support  of  approved  joint  war  plans;  (2)  scheduled  airlift  for  the 
Department  of  Defense  within  the  continental  United  States;  between 
the  continental  United  States  and  overseas  areas,  and  between  and 
within  overseas  areas  as  directed  by  higher  authority;  (3)  worldwide 
ah'  transport,  air  weather,  airways  and  air  communications  and  air 
rescue  service  systems;  14)  flight  service  within  the  Zone  of  Interior; 
(5)  organization  and  training  of  air  resupply  and  communications 
services;  (6)  supervision  and  control  and  maintenance  of  primary 
facilities  required  for  performing  its  assigned  mission;  (7)  theater 
jurisdiction  in  overseas  areas  where  MATS  units  are  stationed  but 
which  are  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  any  theater  commander.  This 
program  amounts  to  $6,341,000  for  Military  Air  Transport  Service 
and  provides  facilities  at  5  locations. 

Included  within  the  Military  Ah'  Transport  Service  total  program 
are  facilities  for  Air  Defense  fighter-interceptor  missions  at  3  bases, 


CONSTRUCTION  FOR  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 


21 


amounting  to  $3,773,000.  The  remainder  of  the  program  is  composed 
of  items  to  satisfy  the  basic  MATS  mission  requirement. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  organize,  train,  equip,  administer, 
and  prepare  a  force  capable  of  conducting  strategic  operations  in 
accordance  with  directives  and  policies  issued  by  Headquarters, 
United  States  Air  Force.  This  program  amounts  to  $163,435,000  and 
provides  facilities  at  40  locations. 

Included  in  the  Strategic  Air  Command  program  are  $64,561,000 
to  provide  facilities  required  at  4  new  dispersal  bases  and  additional 
facilities  necessary  at  5  dispersal  bases  included  in  prior  programs; 
$18,093,000  provides  additional  facilities  at  10  heavy  bomber  home 
bases.  These  additional  home  base  requirements  are  necessitated 
primarily  by  conversion  from.  B-36  to  B-52  aircraft;  $21,207,000  are 
included  for  facilities  necessary  to  accommodate  redeployment  of 
medium  bombers  at  2  bases. 

Eight  million  ninety-six  thousand  dollars  will  provide  required 
facilities  for  Air  Defense  missions  at  10  Strategic  Air  Command 
bases;  $13,417,000  accommodates  redeployment  of  Air  Defense 
interceptor-fighter  missions  at  3  bases.  The  remainder  of  the  Stra¬ 
tegic  Ah’  Command  program,  amounting  to  $38,061,000  will  provide 
for  items  required  to  support  the  basic  mission  throughout  the  entire 
command. 

TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  for  Air  Force  support 
of  land,  naval,  and/or  amphibious  forces  and  operational  training 
of  Air  Force  units  therefor.  This  program  contains  $26,213,000  and 
provides  facilities  at  1 1  locations. 

Included  within  this  program  are  $12,761,000  to  correct  deficiencies 
in  operational  and  base  support  facilities;  $8,510,000  for  facilities  to 
accommodate  a  SAC  dispersal  mission  at  1  location;  and  $4,942,000 
for  facilities  for  ADC  fighter-interceptor  missions  at  3  bases. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

This  section  provides  $229,000  for  classified  facilities  at  2  locations 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

The  aircraft  control  and  warning  system  is  the  ground  environment 
portion  of  the  air  defense  system.  The  function  of  this  system  is  to 
detect  and  identify  all  airborne  objects,  evaluate  the  threat,  commit 
and  control  weapons  such  as  manned  interceptors  and  missiles  for  the 
destruction  of  enemy  targets. 

The  aircraft  control  and  warning  portion  of  the  program  totals 
$7,331,000  which  provides  operations  building  additions,  receivers  and 
transmitters,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  additional  water 
supply,  utilities,  multipurpose  recreational  facilities,  and  acquisition 
of  necessary  real  estate  at  various  aircraft  control  and  warning  instal¬ 
lations. 
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ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

The  mission  of  the  Alaskan  Air  Command  is  to  organize  and  conduct 
the  air  defense  of  Alaska  and  provide  early  warning  to  the  United 
States  and  Canada.  This  command  supports  the  Strategic  Air 
Command,  Military  Air  Transport  Services,  COM  ALSEAFRON,  the 
United  States  Army,  and  the  northwest  route  to  the  Orient.  This 
program  amounts  to  $18,652,000  for  the  Alaska  Air  Command  and 
provides  facilities  at  four  bases  and  2  various  locations. 

Included  within  the  Alaskan  Air  Command  total  program  there 
are  facilities  to  support  modification  of  10  existing  radar  towers 
totaling  $3,350,000;  facilities  for  a  classified  operational  site  for 
$8  million;  and  operational,  technical,  and  maintenance  facilities 
costing  $2,924,000  required  to  support  F-102  type  aircraft.  The 
remainder  of  the  program  is  composed  of  items  to  satisfy  the  basic 
Alaskan  Air  Command  mission. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND  (OVERSEAS) 

The  mission  of  the  Air  Materiel  Command  is  to  provide  adequate 
and  efficient  systems  of  procurement,  production,  maintenance,  and 
supply  for  the  United  States  Air  Force;  provide  general  overall 
logistical  support  for  all  activities  and  agencies  of  the  United  States 
Air  Force;  train  specialized  units  for  the  accomplishment  of  specified 
logistics  functions  in  overseas  areas  and  theaters ;  and  train  individuals 
to  fill  requirements  of  newly  activated  air  depot  units  and  replacement 
requests.  This  program  amounts  to  $1,366,000  and  provides  facilities 
at  3  overseas  locations.  These  facilities  consist  of  dependent  schools 
at  all  3  locations,  and  operational  facilities  for  a  fighter-interceptor 
mission  at  1  location. 


CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  supervision,  guidance, 
and  administrative  control  of  the  USAF  missions  in  Latin  America; 
provide  supervision,  guidance  and  administrative  control  of  the  Air 
Force  phase  of  the  mutual  defense  assistance  program  (MDAP)  for 
Latin  American  countries;  conduct  a  USAF  school  for  Latin  America; 
provide  logistic  support  for  air  attaches  and  USAF  missions  in  Latin 
America;  provide  airlift  within  Latin  America  for  the  Inter-American 
Geodetic  Survey  Team  and  provide  administrative  control  of  the 
United  States  Air  Force  Section,  Joint  Brazil-United  States  Military 
Commission.  The  program  provides  $1,400,000  for  the  rehabilitation 
of  the  runway  at  Howard  Ah  Force  Base  to  support  the  movement  of 
flying  activities  from  Albrook  Air  Force  Base  where  the  airfield  is 
incapable  of  expansion. 


FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  conduct  tactical  operations,  the 
ah  defense  of  Japan,  Ryukyus,  Marianas,  Hawaii,  and  the  United 
States  installations  in  the  Philippines;  to  provide  air  transportation 
for  combat  troops,  other  personnel  and  supplies  in  the  Pacific  and  Far 
East  areas,  and  to  provide  logistic  support  to  FEAF  and  SAC  forces. 
This  program  amounts  to  $15,380,000  for  the  Far  East  Air  Forces 
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and  provides  facilities  at  Hickam  Air  Force  Base  and  at  5  locations 
in  the  Far  East  area. 

Included  within  the  Far  East  Air  Forces  program  are  facilities  for 
a  mobile  radio  squadron  at  one  classified  location  for  $2,673,000;  a 
runway  extension  for  fighter  interceptors  at  1  location  costing  $2 
million;  and  ammunition  storage  and  checkout  facilities  at  2  locations 
for  $611,000.  The  remainder  of  the  program  is  composed  of  items  to 
meet  the  basic  Far  East  Air  Forces  mission  requirements. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE  (OVERSEAS) 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  aircraft  required  in 
support  of  approved  joint  war  plans;  scheduled  airlifts  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  between  the  continental  United  States  and  overseas 
areas;  between  and  within  overseas  areas;  worldwide  ah  transport; 
air  weather;  airways  and  ah  communications,  ah  rescue  service 
systems,  and  organization  and  training  of  Air  Resupply  and  Communi¬ 
cations  Service  and  all  elements  thereof.  This  program  includes 
$15,006,000  for  the  Military  Ah  Transport  Service  and  provides 
facilities  at  3  locations  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean  area. 

Included  are  facilities  for  rocket  storage  totaling  $265,000  at  one 
location,  an  addition  to  a  global  communication  network  building 
and  the  construction  of  a  bridge  at  a  second  location,  costing  a  total 
of  $2,268,000.  The  remainder  of  the  program  is  composed  of  items 
to  support  ah  transport  and  strategic  operations. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND  (OVERSEAS) 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  organize,  train,  equip,  administer, 
and  prepare  a  force  capable  of  conducting  strategic  operations  in 
accordance  with  directives  and  policies  issued  by  Headquarters, 
United  States  Ah  Force.  This  program  amounts  to  $64,216,000  for 
the  Strategic  Air  Command  and  provides  facilities  at  Andersen  Ah 
Force  Base  on  Guam,  Ramey  Ah  Force  Base  in  Puerto  Rico,  and  14 
various  locations  in  foreign  countries. 

Included  within  Strategic  Ah  Command  program  are  facilities  to 
support  a  classified  operation  totaling  $29  million,  and  operational- 
type  facilities  at  2  locations  required  for  support  of  fighter-interceptor 
aircraft  totaling  $1,131,000.  The  remainder  of  the  program  is  com¬ 
posed  of  item  to  support  the  basic  SAC  mission  requirements. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  support  the  Supreme  Allied 
Commander,  Europe;  United  States  Commander  in  Chief,  Europe, 
and  the  other  component  commanders  under  USCINCEUR  in  their 
assigned,  missions;  to  fulfill  responsibilities  assigned  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  in  areas  not  included  in  either  the  NATO  or  the 
USCINCEUR ’s  area  of  responsibility,  and  to  support  commanders 
operating  directly  under  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.  This  program 
amounts  to  $39,217,000  for  United  States  Air  Forces  in  Europe  and 
provides  facilities  at  39  locations. 

Included  in  the  program  are  facilities  to  support  3  bases  in  Spain 
totaling  $9,214,000;  aircraft  control  and  warning  activities  at  2  loca¬ 
tions  totaling  $451,000;  mobile  radio  squadrons  at  4  locations  totaling 
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$735,000;  3  locations  for  ammunition  storage,  assembly  and  checkout 
totaling  $1,059,000;  fighter-interceptor  aircraft  at  1  location  totaling 
$796,000;  a  global  communications  center  totaling  $43,000;  3  sites 
for  Mideast  operational  and  logistic  support  totaling  $6,637,000; 
facilities  at  2  bases  totaling  $5,053,000  in  support  of  fighter-bomber 
operations;  medical  facilities  at  2  locations  totaling  $1,513,000  and 
special  weapons  training  at  1  location  costing  $47,000. 

The  remainder  of  the  program  is  composed  of  items  to  support  the 
basic  USAFE  mission  requirement. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES  (OVERSEAS) 

This  section  covers  special  facilities  at  various  locations  totaling 
$170,000  for  classified  projects  at  2  locations. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM  (OVERSEAS) 

This  section  provides  $70  million  for  an  eastward  extension  to  the 
distant  early  warning  line. 

Ratio  of  construction  in  overseas  areas. — Prior  to  fiscal  year  1957, 
the  ratio  of  Air  Force  construction  in  the  continental  United  States 
to  construction  overseas  averaged  approximately  60  percent  for  bases 
inside  United  States  and  40  percent  for  overseas  locations.  In  fiscal 
year  1957  the  ratio  for  continental  United  States  rose  to  70  percent, 
and  the  overseas  portion  dropped  to  30  percent.  The  Air  Force  mil¬ 
itary  construction  program  for  fiscal  year  1958  continues  the  trend 
started  in  fiscal  year  1957  of  minimizing  foreign  construction. 

The  “Outside  the  United  States”  section  of  title  III  of  the  bill 
contains  an  authorization  total  of  $225,407,000.  However,  $158  mil¬ 
lion  of  this  total  is  scheduled  for  the  North  American  Continent,  its 
approaches,  and  the  United  States  Territories  and  possessions.  There¬ 
fore,  the  Air  Force  program  for  foreign  establishments  is  only  $72 
million  or  roughly  10  percent  of  the  total  program.  This  $72  million 
is  primarily  to  improve  the  living  conditions  of  Ah  Force  personnel 
and  to  provide  facilities  for  the  operation  of  new  weapons  at  those 
foreign  locations  where  operational  requirements  demand  continued 
utilization  by  United  States  forces. 


Category  distribution  of  Air  Force  fiscal  year  1958  military  construction 

authorizations 


Total 

(thousands) 

Percent  of 
total 

Operational  and  training _ _ _ 

$439,  616 
108,  708 

60.4 

Housing  and  community. _-  _  _  _ 

14.9 

Supply  _  _  _ _ _ 

60,  921 
42,  504 

8.4 

Maintenance.--  _ _  _  _  . 

5.8 

Utilities.  _  _  _ _ _ 

36. 185 

5.0 

Research,  development,  and  test _ _ _  _ 

18,  259 
4,220 
9,  246 

2.5 

Hospital  and  medical-.  _ _ _ _ _ _ 

.6 

Real  estate . .  _  __  _  _  _  . .  . . 

1.3 

Administrative _ _  _ 

5,001 

3. 104 

.  7 

Real  estate  improvements _  _  _ 

.4 

Total _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ 

727,  764 

100.0 

The  emphasis  placed  by  the  Air  Force  upon  attainment  of  oper¬ 
ational  capability  and  provision  of  adequate  facilities  for  its  personnel 
is  illustrated  by  the  type  of  facilities  included  in  the  program,  with  two 
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categories,  operational  and  training  and  housing  and  community, 
accounting  for  75  percent  of  the  total. 

The  largest  category,  as  in  preceding  years,  is  for  operational  and 
training  facilities.  One-third  of  this  category  is  for  airfield  pavements, 
principally  for  expansion  of  runways  and  parking  aprons  for  the  B-52 
bombers  and  KC-135  tankers  phasing  into  the  SAC  bomber  units  and 
for  jet  training  aircraft.  The  balance  of  the  category  consists  pri¬ 
marily  of  facilities  for  strategic,  defense,  and  tactical  missile  systems, 
bases  for  tanker  refueling  operations,  and  the  aircraft  control  and 
warning  system. 

Included  in  the  housing  and  community  category  are  troop  and 
family  housing,  religious  and  recreational  facilities,  and  community 
support  facilities.  In  the  Air  Force,  these  personnel  facilities  are  given 
equal  stature  with  operational  requirements  as  an  essential  factor  in 
the  retention  of  the  skilled  and  technically  trained  people  vital  to  the 
effective  operation  and  high  state  of  readiness  of  the  Air  Force  combat 
,  units.  Troop  housing,  the  dormitories,  bachelor  officer  quarters, 
[land  dining  halls,  in  this  category  totals  $58,417,000.  The  religious 
and  recreational  facilities  portion  of  the  category  amounts  to  approx¬ 
imately  $35  million. 

Eighty-five  percent  of  the  supply  category  consists  of  storage  facil¬ 
ities  for  weapons,  including  missiles.  The  balance  is  devoted  primarily 
to  aircraft  fuel  storage. 

Approximately  $35  million  of  the  maintenance  category  are  devoted 
to  aircraft  maintenance  facilities,  principally  for  SAC  units  at  bases  in 
the  United  States. 

The  medical  facilities  category  includes  the  construction  of  2  hos¬ 
pitals,  2  dental  clinics,  and  1  dispensary. 

FORMULATION  OF  THE  PROGRAM 

There  are  set  out  above  what  the  committee  considers  all  of  the 
basic  facts  and  figures  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  construction 
programs  for  fiscal  year  1958.  Bare  statistics,  however,  tell  only  what 
the  program  is.  For  the  kind  of  understanding  which  the  committee 
feels  it  is  obligated  to  convey  to  the  House,  it  is  necessary  also  to  know 
the  how  and  why. 

^ Review  procedure 

Every  construction  program  presented  to  the  Congress  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  is,  in  the  first  instance,  based  on  requirements. 
There  are  differences  of  opinion  as  to  what  the  requirements  are,  and 
it  is  these  differences  of  opinion  and  approach  that  make  the  program 
when  presented  to  the  Congress  the  combined  thinking  of  the  best 
military  and  civilian  minds  within  the  Department  of  Defense. 

First  step 

The  first  step  in  the  formulation  of  a  military  construction  program 
is  to  obtain  from  the  field  offices  of  the  military  departments  the  needs 
of  the  individual  military  establishments  within  the  geographical  or 
other  jurisdiction  of  each  of  the  field  offices.  These  requests  are 
considered,  in  most  instances,  by  the  next  echelon,  or  echelons,  of 
field  officers  prior  to  their  submission  to  the  Department  concerned. 


H.  Rept.  638,  85-1- 


4 


26 


CONSTRUCTION  FOR  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 


Second  step 

The  next  step  is  consideration  within  the  Department  itself.  Here 
again  the  program  goes  through  several  processes  of  review,  until  final 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department.  Each  of  the 
secretaries  then  submits  his  recommendations  to  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  (Properties  and  Installations).  The  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary’s  Office  is  a  relatively  small  one,  but  staffed  with  experts  in 
military  construction  and  in  fields  allied  to  it.  Here,  with  a  singleness 
of  purpose  that  has  been  most  encouraging  to  the  committee,  all  of 
the  programs  are  reviewed,  coordinated,  and  assembled  into  a  single 
program  reflecting  the  overall  construction  needs  of  all  of  the  military 
departments. 

Original  program 

As  originally  received  in  the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense  (Properties  and  Installations),  the  service  requests  for  this 
year’s  construction  program  contained  in  excess  of  4,000  line  items. 
As  indicated  above,  these  requests  had  been  previously  screened  by 
appropriate  divisions  of  the  military  departments.  As  a  result  of  this 
detailed  review,  many  items  were  eliminated  or  reduced  in  scope  or 
cost.  The  original  total  dollars  requested  was  in  excess  of  $3.6  billion. 
The  sum  recommended  in  the  present  bill  is  $1,416,573,000. 

Personal  equation 

The  value  of  any  construction  program  is  in  direct  ratio  to  the 
amount  of  planning,  thought,  and  review  that  is  put  into  it.  These 
factors,  in  turn,  are  dependent  for  their  worth  upon  the  individuals 
with  the  responsibility  for  formulating  and  reviewing  the  program. 
The  committee  is  convinced  that  there  has  been  great  improvement 
over  the  past  few  years  in  all  of  these  aspects  of  the  formulation  of 
the  military  construction  programs.  The  Department  of  Defense  and 
its  military  departments  have,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  en¬ 
gendered  a  confidence  in  this  respect  that  is  now  deserved. 

Witnesses 

Witnesses  from  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  from 
each  of  the  military  departments,  were  questioned  most  closed  with 
respect  to  the  foregoing  matters,  and  the  committee  received  an  assure- 
ance,  which  by  the  end  of  the  hearings  it  accepted  completely,  that 
every  item  in  the  bill  as  presented  had  received  the  closest  scrutiny 
and  consideration  during  every  step  toward  its  final  submission  to  the 
Congress. 

NEW  BASES 

The  utilization  of  new  weapons  and  the  assignment  of  new  missions 
requires  that  certain  new  bases  be  provided,  and  a  list  of  those  in  con¬ 
tinental  United  States  is  shown  below.  In  addition  to  this,  other  new 
bases  which  are  necessary  to  support  certain  classified  activities  are 
also  included  in  this  bill.  Details  on  this  latter  type  of  new  bases  can 
be  given  during  subsequent  closed  sessions. 
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Department 

Name  of  new  base 

Location 

Purpose 

Army _ 

Cold  Regions  Laboratory.  _ . 
Molette  auxiliary  field  1 _ 

Hanover,  N.  H _ 

Research  and  development. 
Auxiliary  field  for  Craig  Air 
Force  Base. 

Auxiliary  field  for  Reese  Air 
Force  Base. 

Orville,  Ala _ _ 

Do . . . 

Auxiliary  field  1 . 

Meadow,  Tex.  .. 

'  The  2  Air  Force  auxiliary  fields  in  this  tabulation  are  for  flight  training  purposes  only.  Strictly 
speaking,  they  are  not  “bases”  as  they  are  not  occupied  by  personnel.  A  runway  and  a  taxiway  are  the  only 
construction  which  they  require. 


In  addition  to  the  foregoing,  the  committee  inserted  an  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  John  H.  Towers  Field.  This  authorization  in  the  amount  of 
$3,200,000  is  for  land  acquisition  alone.  It  would  be  noted  from  the 
hill  that  the  location  of  the  field  is  to  be  determined  and  a  subcom¬ 
mittee  was  appointed  to  study  this  matter.  When  it  is  established, 
this  installation  will  provide,  among  other  things,  a  flying  facility  for 
the  Naval  Academy. 

REAL  ESTATE 


The  large  acquisitions  of  real  estate  by  the  military  departments 
over  the  past  several  years  has  been  a  matter  of  concern  to  members 
of  the  committee  and  to  all  Members  of  Congress.  For  this  reason, 
it  is  believed  that  the  real-estate  holdings  of  the  military  departments 
and  the  acquisition  of  property  which  would  be  authorized  by  this  bill 
should  be  the  subject  of  discussion.  The  real  property  under  military 
control  includes  property  owned,  leased,  used  by  permit,  easement, 
and  various  occupancy  rights  (foreign  base  agreements).  As  of  June 
30,  1956,  the  military  departments  controlled  approximately  33.6 
million  acres  of  land  throughout  the  world.  This  land,  together  with 
the  improvements,  had  an  original  cost  to  the  United  States  of  $22.9 
billion. 

The  real  estate  under  military  control  may  be  grouped  as  follows: 
27.1  million  acres  in  the  United  States,  together  with  improvements 
thereon,  having  an  original  cost  of  $18.2  billion;  3.9  million  acres  in 
the  Territories  and  possessions,  together  with  the  improvements 
thereon,  having  an  original  cost  of  $2.5  billion;  and  2.6  million  acres 
in  foreign  countries  together  with  the  improvements  thereon  having 
an  original  cost  of  $2.2  billion. 

The  real  property  under  military  control  in  the  United  States  con¬ 
sists  of  the  following: 

Acres 


Fee-owned _ 

Public  domain 
Temporary  use 

Leased _ 

Easements _ 


7,  415,  936 
14,  978,  035 
2,  758,  146 
1,  866,  496 
62,  836 


Total _  27,081,449 

Attention  is  invited  to  the  fact  that  over  half  of  the  land  under 
military  control  is  public  domain  land  that  has  never  been  on  the  tax 
rolls.  Only  7,415,936  acres  of  land  under  military  control  have  been 
removed  from  the  tax  rolls  in  the  United  States. 

The  27.1  million  acres  under  military  control  in  the  United  States  is 
approximately  1.4  percent  of  the  total  land  area  in  the  United  States. 

The  United  States  Government  owns  409.5  million  acres  of  land 
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in  the  United  States  or  21.5  percent  of  the  total  land  area  in  the 
United  States. 

The  following  summary ’shows  the  land  acquired  and  disposed  of 
by  each  military  department  during  the  past  10  fiscal  years: 


Acquisitions 

Disposals 

Acres 

Cost 

Acres 

Cost  > 

Army: 

Fee  and  lesser _ 

650, 665 
2, 335, 417 

96, 091 
259, 600 

407, 613 
1, 171, 944 

$39, 256, 171 
2, 052, 603 

42, 310, 381 
50, 075,  257 

80, 681, 835 
407,  018 

1, 642, 467 
5, 167,  707 

95, 479 
157, 781 

540, 494 
877,  218 

}  2  $3,335,015,709 

306, 160, 928 
24,  213 

}  4  138, 971, 735 

Navy: 

Fee  and  lesser _ 

Public  land _ 

Air  Force:  8 

Fee  and  lesser _ 

Public  iand _ _ _ _ 

Subtotal  fee  and  lesser _ 

Subtotal  public  land _ 

1, 154, 369 
3, 766, 961 

162, 248, 387 
52, 534, 878 

2, 278, 440 
6,  202, 706 

Total  for  3  military  departments. _ _ 

4, 921, 330 

214, 783, 265 

8, 481, 146 

3, 780, 172, 585 

1  The  cost  shown  for  the  disposal  of  property  Includes  the  original  cost  to  the  Government  of  the  land, 
together  with  the  improvements  made  available  for  disposal  in  accordance  with  existing  law. 

2  Includes  cost  of  improvements  that  were  situated  on  2,266,938  acres  of  leased  land. 

3  Period  1949-56.  Army  figures  include  actions  taken  in  behalf  of  “Air  Corps”  prior  to  1949. 

4  Includes  cost  of  improvements  that  were  situated  on  185,898  acres  of  leased  land. 

This  shows  that  large  areas  of  land  formerly  under  military  control 
have  been  disposed  of,  and  the  committee  was  assured  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  is  increasing  its  efforts  to  dispose  of  the  maximum 
practical  amount  of  property.  The  Real  Property  Management  Di¬ 
rectorate  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  (P.  and  I.)  office  has  established 
a  program  which  would  result  in  substantial  savings  through  reduc¬ 
tion  in  direct  Defense  expenditures  for  management  and  upkeep  of 
real  property  not  needed,  not  used,  and  not  presently  subject  to  local 
taxation  or  available  to  meet  expansion  requirements  brought  on  by 
reason  of  growth  of  the  community  in  which  located.  A  sound  base 
has  been  established  for  evaluating  the  merits  of  military  departments’ 
requests  for  additional  acquisitions;  and  criteria  have  been  developed 
for  the  purpose  of  assuring  joint  utilization  of  the  real  property  under 
military  control  whenever  such  use  is  feasible  from  an  economic  and 
military  approach. 

At  the  same  time,  the  committee  is  aware  that  new  weapons  systems 
and  the  new  concepts  for  then’  use  have  made  it  necessary  to  acquire 
additional  acreage.  For  example,  50,000  acres  would  have  provided 
an  adequate  artillery  range  15  years  ago;  however,  the  present  range 
requirements  for  rockets,  guided  missiles,  and  similar  weapons  are 
now  measured  in  millions  of  acres.  Similarly,  the  old  5,000-foot  run¬ 
ways  for  propeller- type  aircraft  have  now  been  extended  to  12,000 
feet  in  order  to  accommodate  new  jet  aircraft.  From  the  foregoing, 
it  is  obvious  that  the  military  departments  will  continue  in  the  future 
to  have  some  additional  requirements  for  land  acquisition.  Mean¬ 
while,  however,  continued  efforts  will  be  made  to  dispose  of  all  prop¬ 
erty  for  which  a  need  is  not  foreseen. 

The  original  fiscal  year  1958  program  submitted  from  the  military 
departments  requested  $92  million  for  land  acquisition.  This  was 
reduced  to  $22.3  million,  the  amount  requested  in  S.  1940  and  H.  R. 
7130,  as  a  result  of  the  reviews  conducted  by  the  Department  of 
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Defense  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  A  summary  of  the  real-estate 
acquisitions  which  the  bill  now  contains,  as  reported  by  the  committee, 
is  shown  in  the  following  tabulation  (dollar  amounts  are  in  thousands): 


Fee  acqui¬ 
sition  (in 
acres) 

Fee  cost 

Easement 
acquisition 
(in  acres) 

Easement 

cost 

Total  cost 

Army _ _  .  __  _  ___ 

942 
29, 444 
9, 140 

$1, 050 
8,  231 

5,  480 

1,200 
4,  345 
20,  33b 

$310 

645 

8,796 

$1, 960 
8,876 
14,  276 

Navy _  .  _  _ 

Air  Force.-- . .  . 

Total _ 

39, 215 

15, 187 

30, 050 

9,452 

24, 639 

Replacement  plan 

One  of  the  deterrents  to  the  Department’s  efforts  to  dispose  of  real 
property  is  the  lack  of  assurance  that  the  necessary  replacement 
property  will  be  obtained.  To  correct  this  situation,  the  Department  of 
Defense  is  considering  a  plan  for  authorizing  disposition  of  high-priced 
real  property  and  use  of  part  of  the  proceeds  of  sale  for  less  expensive 
replacement  property.  There  are  many  military  installations,  origi¬ 
nally  sited  in  suburban  areas,  that  are  now  partially  or  completely 
surrounded  by  urban  development.  The  dollar  value  of  these  Gov¬ 
ernment  holdings  has  multiplied;  but,  simultaneously,  the  potential 
use  by  the  military  department  concerned  has  been  lessened  and 
necessary  expansion  almost  completely  prohibited. 

Acquisition  of  substitute  property  would  permit:  (1)  More  advan¬ 
tageous  siting  on  low-cost  lands,  (2)  substantial  benefits  to  both  civil 
and  military  interests,  and  (3)  reasonable  assurance  of  room  for  expan¬ 
sion  in  event  of  mobilization.  If  and  when  such  authorization  is 
obtained,  it  will  permit  concurrent  arrangements  to  be  made  for 
acquisition  and  disposal. 

A  plan  is  also  being  considered  which  will  permit  the  sale  of  nonexcess 
industrial  plants  in  cases  where  the  production  of  such  plants  can  be 
assured  by  inclusion  of  the  necessary  conditions  in  the  instrument  of 
conveyance.  This  will  permit  sale  of  many  plants  that  are  now  pro¬ 
ducing  end  items  for  the  defense  program.  The  production  in  many 
of  the  plants  is  a  small  percentage  of  the  total  production  capacity  of 
such  plants.  Needless  to  say,  the  sale  of  such  plants  will  make  them 
available  for  civilian  production  and  return  them  to  the  local  taxrolls. 

INCREASED  PAYMENTS  FOR  LAND 

Representations  were  made  to  the  committee  during  its  hearings 
that  the  establishment  of  amounts  to  be  received  by  landowners  upon 
acquisition  of  their  property  by  the  United  States  for  defense  purposes 
does  not,  under  current  procedures,  make  the  landowners  whole.  The 
committee  realizes  that  land  involuntarily  sold  to  the  United  States 
whether  through  negotiation  or  condemnation  does  create  special 
circumstances  and  special  problems  which  are  not  found  in  the 
normal  free  real-estate  market.  For  this  reason,  a  subcommittee 
was  appointed  to  examine  into  this  matter  arid  make  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  full  committee. 
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INCREASE  IN  PRIOR  YEARS’  AUTHORIZATION 

Due  primarily  to  the  general  rise  in  building  costs,  the  amount  pre¬ 
viously  authorized  for  certain  projects  is  now  insufficient  for  their 
completion.  For  this  reason,  the  increases  in  prior  years’  authorization 
acts  which  are  outlined  in  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  bill  are  necessary. 
The  total  of  this  deficiency  authorization  amounts  to  $23,489,000  in 
title  I,  $42,605,000  in  title  II,  and  $114,962,000  in  title  III.  Other 
factors,  in  addition  to  the  overall  rise  in  construction  costs,  have  also 
contributed  to  this  situation.  These  include  change  from  the  light 
airfield  pavement  previously  authorized  to  the  heavier  type  now 
required  to  support  heavy  bombers  at  our  dispersed  fields;  unexpected 
increases  in  construction  costs  in  Arctic  areas  where  little  experience 
was  available  on  which  to  accurately  base  our  estimates;  and  unusual 
field  conditions  encountered  at  some  sites. 

The  three  departments  admitted  that  a  substantial  number  of 
projects  for  which  increased  authorization  is  necessary  were  poorly 
planned  in  the  first  instance  and  did  not  reflect  anything  but  the  most 
general  estimates  of  cost.  The  committee  was  assured  that  since  | 
advanced  planning  authority  and  funds  are  now  available  to  the 
military  departments,  the  cost  estimates  contained  in  this  bill  and 
the  cost  estimates  for  the  future  will  be  on  a  very  much  sounder  basis. 

HOUSING 

Appropriated  fund  housing 

The  bill  as  submitted  to  the  committee  would  have  authorized  the 
construction  of  2,381  family  housing  units  within  and  outside  the 
United  States.  The  bill  as  reported  by  the  committee  authorizes 
2,214  houses  (1,440  in  the  United  States  and  774  outside  the  United 
States).  This  represents  a  reduction  of  167  houses.  The  reduction 
of  139  of  these  units  was  made  at  the  request  of  the  military  depart¬ 
ment  concerned  and  does  not  represent  a  committee  deletion.  The 
68  units  planned  for  Wendover  Air  Force  Base,  Utah,  was  reduced  to 
40.  This  latter  reduction  was  committee  action  based  on  a  specific 
study  of  the  housing  situation  at  Wendover  Air  Force  Base.  It  has 
been  the  view  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee,  and  is  still  the  view 
today,  that  the  best  and  cheapest  way  to  provide  our  military  people 
with  family  housing  is  through  the  use  of  direct  authorization  and 
appropriation  of  funds.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  the  committee  would  { 
be  unlikely  to  reduce  any  family  units  proposed  for  construction  in  this 
fashion  where  the  need  was  justified  by  a  military  department. 

Use  of  prior  authorization 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  words  “family  housing”  occur  throughout 
the  bill.  The  money  figure,  however,  for  the  installations  which  have 
this  wording  as  part  of  its  descriptive  language,  does  not  contain  a 
money  amount  for  the  housing  units.  The  committee,  during  its  de¬ 
liberations  on  the  bill,  deleted  all  sums  which  related  to  family  housing 
and  is  requiring  the  military  departments  to  utilize  existing  authority 
for  the  construction  of  these  units.  Section  413  authorizes  the  secre¬ 
taries  of  the  military  departments  to  exercise  anyr  outstanding  author¬ 
ity  for  family  housing  under  previous  military  construction  authoriza¬ 
tion  acts  (Public  Law  765,  83d  Cong.,  Public  Law  161,  84th  Cong.,  and 
Public  Law  968,  84th  Cong.)  to  provide  family  housing  at  those  in¬ 
stallations  for  which  family  housing  is  authorized  by  H.  R.  8240.  In 
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other  words,  to  the  extent  that  there  remains  any  of  the  dollar  author¬ 
ization  for  family  housing  originally  provided  by  these  acts,  such 
dollar  authorization  may  be  used  at  any  installation  for  which  family 
housing  is  authorized  by  the  present  bill. 

Such  reprograming  may  not,  in  a  number  of  instances,  result  in  the 
construction  of  the  same  number  of  houses  originally  contemplated  in 
the  authorizing  acts.  This  may  be  true  because  of  the  increase  in  cost 
of  construction  since  the  prior  authorization;  it  may  also  be  true, 
where,  for  example,  authority  for  family  housing  in  the  continental 
United  States  is  used  in  Alaska,  which  is  a  high-cost  area. 

All  of  the  family  housing  to  be  so  reprogramed  under  this  section 
will  be  subject  to  the  permanent  net  floor  area  limitations  contained 
in  title  10  of  the  United  States  Code,  as  well  as  to  the  monetary  limb 
tations  contained  in  the  applicable  appropriation  acts. 

The  authority  provided  by  this  new  section  will  not,  it  should  be 
noted,  conflict  with  the  limitations  in  section  403  of  H.  R.  8240  since 
that  section  deals  only  with  the  extent  to  which  line  item  authoriza¬ 
tions  in  the  present  bill  may  be  increased,  and  does  not  restrict  the 
exercise  of  previous  authority. 

Wherry  housing 

The  history  of  the  so-called  Wherry  housing  program  is  well  known 
and  needs  no  repetition  here.  It  was  embarked  upon  when  it  appeared 
that  it  provided  the  only  feasible  method  for  providing  much-needed 
family  housing  for  our  military  personnel.  It  served  a  useful  purpose. 
It  was  pointed  out  in  last  year’s  report  that  in  the  committee’s 
opinion,  the  time  had  come  when  this  unusually  expensive  program 
should  be  reviewed  and  action  taken  which  would  eliminate  costs 
which  are  wholly  unnecessary. 

With  the  foregoing  thoughts  in  mind,  the  committee  inserted  in  last 
year’s  bill  a  provision  which  permitted  the  purchase  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Wherry  housing  projects.  The  housing  act  of  last  year  also 
contained  authority  for  the  purchase  of  Wherry  units. 

As  the  Armed  Services  Committee  pointed  out  last  year,  the  savings 
to  be  effected  are  so  large  that  it  would  be  an  unreasonable  man 
indeed  who  would  deny  the  wisdom  of  embarking  upon  this  program 
of  purchase.  Briefly  stated,  a  Wherry  owner  or  sponsor  holds  a  lease 
for  50  or  75  years  from  the  Government  which  gives  him  the  right  to 
future  income  for  the  period  of  his  lease.  When  one  considers  that 
the  housing  unit  involved  costs  less  than  $9,000  to  construct,  and 
that  the  average  housing  allowance  is  $90  a  month  or  $1,080  a  year, 
it  is  clear  that  the  Government  will  spend  exorbitant  sums  prior  to 
the  time  that  it  will  have  possession  of  the  house.  For  example,  the 
Congress  will  be  appropriating  housing  allowance  at  the  average  rate 
of  $1,080  per  year  per  unit  for  either  50  or  75  years.  For  those  leases 
which  cover  50  years,  the  cost  to  the  Government  for  the  $9,000  unit 
will  be  $54,000.  The  cost  to  the  Government  for  the  75-year  lease 
unit  will  be  $81,000.  There  are  today  approximately  82,000  Wherry 
units.  One  needs  but  to  multiply  82,000  times  $54,000  to  conclude 
that  prompt  and  aggressive  action  of  the  kind  contemplated  by  this 
section  must  be  taken. 

A  few  Wherry  projects  have  been  acquired.  The  committee,  how¬ 
ever,  has  not  been  impressed  with  progress  so  far.  The  reasons 
given  for  the  small  number  of  Wherry  acquisitions  is  that  the  program 
presents  novel  and  complex  problems  not  previously  faced  in  the 
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acquisition  of  property.  The  committee  is  aware  that  this  is  the 
case.  However,  it  believes  that  all  of  these  problems  should  have 
been  faced  and  solved  by  this  time  and  it  expects  aggressive  action 
by  the  three  military  departments  to  acquire  as  many  Wherry  housing 
projects  as  is  possible  and  to  do  so  as  quickly  as  it  can  be  done. 

Capehart  housing 

It  would  appear  that  the  very  great  majority  of  housing  for  the 
military  departments  will  be  provided  under  the  so-called  Capehart 
housing  program.  Because  of  the  great  importance  of  family  housing 
to  the  military  services,  and  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  this  kind 
of  family  housing  is  not  a  part  of  the  military  construction  bill,  the 
committee  believes  that  this  report  should  include  a  brief  summary  of 
the  Capehart  program  as  it  is  today.  There  is  set  out  below,  there¬ 
fore,  a  tabulation  of  93,796  units  (231  projects)  of  new  title  VIII 
(Capehart)  housing  which  has  been  approved  by  the  Department  of 
Defense  as  of  April  15,  1957. 


Total 

Army 

Navy 

Air  Force 

Approved  by  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
(Properties  and  Installations). 

93, 796 

27, 832 

21,314 

44, 650 

In  process..  _  __  _ _ _  _ _ 

64,  915 

12,  757 

20, 719 

31, 439 

Being  advertised . . . 

4, 547 

2,147 

0 

2, 400 

Bidder  accepted _ _ ...  __  __  _  _ 

8, 068 

4, 078 

160 

3,830 

Under  contract...  _  ...  . . . 

10, 266 

8,850 

435 

6, 981 

Private _ _ _ _  . 

4,558 

1,899 

0 

2, 659 

FNMA _ 

11,708 

6, 951 

435 

4,322 

Total  cost  of  units  under  contract _ _ 

$245, 080, 949 

$134,730,  972 

$7,183,807 

$103,166,170 

Average _ _ _ _ _  ..  _ _ 

15,  067 

15,  224 

16,  515 

14,  778 

Mortgage  proceeds. 

235,  826,  690 

129, 074,170 

6,  847, 200 

99,  905,  320 

Average _  _ _  . 

14,  498 

14,  585 

15,  741 

14,311 

Private _ _  .  _ _ 

63, 071,115 

26,  793,  515 

0 

36,  277,  600 

FNMA _ 

172,  755,  575 

102,  280,  655 

6, 847, 200 

63,  627,  720 

Appropriated  funds . . .  . . 

9,  254, 259 

5, 656,  802 

336, 607 

3,  260, 850 

Average _  _  _ _ 

569 

639 

774 

467 

Of  projects  presently  under  contract,  average  mortgages  range  from 
$12,713  at  Blytheville  Air  Force  Base  in  Arkansas  (360  units)  to 
$16,406  at  Fort  Lawton,  Wash.  (66  units).  The  overall  average 
mortgage  for  such  projects  is  $14,498  per  unit,  as  shown  above.  It 
will  also  be  seen  that  an  average  of  $569  per  unit  of  appropriated 
funds  has  been  spent  for  site  acquisition  and  off-site  utilities,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  authorization  contained  in  section  505,  Public  Law  155,  82d 
Congress.  Thus  the  overall  average  total  cost  for  units  now  under 
contract  is  $15,067. 

Special  Studies 

As  is  usual  during  the  consideration  of  a  military  construction  bill, 
there  arose  the  need  for  special  studies  of  particular  items.  During 
the  consideration  of  H.  R.  8240  two  such  studies  became  necessary; 
one  at  Long  Beach,  Calif.,  in  connection  with  subsidence  of  the  naval 
shipyard,  and  the  other  relating  to  family  housing  at  Wendover  Air 
Force  Base,  Utah.  Special  subcommittees  were  appointed  to  look 
into  each  of  these  matters,  and  the  bill  reflects  the  conclusions  and 
recommendations  of  those  subcommittees  as  agreed  to  by  the  full 
committee.  Both  of  these  items  are  dealt  with  elsewhere  in  this 
report. 
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General  Provisions 

The  general  provisions  in  this  year’s  bill  follow  generally  the  pattern 
followed  in  prior  military  construction  acts.  There  are,  however,  some 
differences  and  these  will  be  pointed  out. 

Sections  401  through  405 

Sections  401  through  405  repeat,  with  one  exception,  similar  provi¬ 
sions  in  Public  Law  968,  84th  Congress,  the  Military  Construction  Act 
for  fiscal  year  1957.  The  exception  referred  to  is  the  second  sentence 
in  section  405  which  provides  that  the  Secretaries  of  the  military 
departments  shall  report  semiannually  to  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittees  with  respect  to  all  contracts  awarded  on  other  than  a  com¬ 
petitive  basis  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder.  The  reason  for  the 
insertion  of  this  new  requirement  in  the  bill  is  to  permit  the  com¬ 
mittees  to  be  advised  as  to  when  and  why  the  military  departments 
negotiate  construction  contracts.  It  is  realized  that  it  is  in  the  con¬ 
struction  field  that  there  is  least  room  for  criticism  because  of  con¬ 
tracting  practices.  Over  90  percent  of  all  construction  contracts  are 
entered  into  as  a  result  of  competitive  bidding.  The  committee  could 
wish  that  this  pattern  obtained  in  other  fields  of  military'  procurement. 
However,  so  long  as  there  are  some  negotiated  contracts,  the  com¬ 
mittee  feels  it  should  be  officially  advised  in  detail  as  to  the  circum¬ 
stances  surrounding  this  departure  from  normal  practice. 

Section  406 

Section  406  as  it  appeared  in  the  original  construction  bill  con¬ 
tinued  the  general  recision  provision  which  has  been  contained  in 
recent  construction  acts.  To  date,  authorities  have  been  rescinded 
automatically  by  this  type  of  provision  after  5  years.  The  com¬ 
mittee  has  been  concerned  over  the  large  gap  between  authorizations 
and  appropriations  and  feels  that  the  recisions  of  old  authority  should 
be  dealt  with  more  aggressively.  The  section  this  year,  therefore, 
provides  that  unused  authorities  which  have  been  in  existence  4  years 
will  be  automatically  rescinded.  It  is  the  committee’s  intention  next 
year,  and  it  has  so  cautioned  the  Department  of  Defense,  to  lower 
this  4-year  period  to  3  years.  The  device  has  been  found  to  be 
extremely  effective  in  lowering  the  amount  of  unfunded  and  unused 
authorities.  The  action  this  year  and  the  contemplated  action  this 
year  will  greatly  further  this  effectiveness. 

Section  407 

Section  407  would  extend  the  leasing  authority  for  housing  at  tac¬ 
tical  installations  for  1  more  year  and  increase  that  authority  from 
3,000  units  (as  provided  in  Public  Law  968,  84th  Cong.)  to  a  new  total 
of  5,000  units,  so  that  Nike  and  antiaircraft  gun  site  housing  require¬ 
ments  may  be  met  by  utilizing  existing  private  housing  to  the  greatest 
possible  extent,  thereby  reducing  the  necessity  for  construction  of 
military  quarters. 

Section  408 

Section  408  would  make  the  current  statutory  floor  area  limitations 
applicable  to  all  housing  authorized  for  construction  with  appropriated 
funds,  by  repealing  the  more  restrictive  limitations  which  applied  to 
those  units  authorized  under  Public  Lawi765,  83d  Congress. 
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Section  409 

Section  409  would  permit  up  to  15  percent  of  enlisted  men’s  quarters 
(those  with  4  bedrooms)  to  have  total  floor  area  not  to  exceed  1,250 
square  feet.  The  limitations  on  other  units  would  remain  unchanged. 
The  military  departments  have  stated  that  more  than  one-sixth  of 
married  enlisted  men  in  the  upper  grades  (E-7  through  E-4  with  7  or 
more  years’  service)  have  families  of  the  size  and  composition  requiring 
4-bedroom  units.  Experience  has  demonstrated  that  an  adequate  4- 
bedroom  unit  requires  at  least  1,200  to  1,250  square  feet  of  net  floor 
area. 

Section  410 

Section  410  would  further  amend  section  407  of  Public  Law  765,  83d 
Congress  (surplus-commodity  program),  to  assure  that  housing  allot¬ 
ments  otherwise  paid  to  or  rental  charges  collected  from  civilian 
personnel  will  be  available  for  payments  to  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  when  such  personnel  occupy  housing  constructed  under 
this  program. 

Section  4H 

Section  411  would  require  that  prior  to  the  termination  of,  or  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  operations  of,  any  commercial  or  industrial-type  activity 
being  conducted  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  H.  R.  8240  within  any 
of  the  48  States  or  the  District  of  Columbia  (other  than  a  nonappro- 
priated  fund  activity),  where  such  termination  or  reduction  is  for  the 
purpose  of  having  the  supplies  or  services  furnished  by  such  activity 
furnished  by  other  than  civilian  employees  of  the  United  States,  and 
where  such  activity  has  been  conducted  for  5  or  more  years  and 
requires  the  services  of  10  or  more  civilian  employees,  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  shall  file  with  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  a  report  setting  forth  the  details  of 
the  proposed  termination  or  reduction.  The  section  also  provides 
that  any  proposed  termination  or  reduction  shall  not  take  effect  until 
the  expiration  of  60  days  of  continuous  session  of  the  Congress  follow¬ 
ing  the  filing  of  such  report,  and  shall  not  then  take  effect  if,  during 
such  60  days  either  House  of  the  Congress  has  adopted  a  resolution 
which,  in  effect,  disapproves  the  proposed  termination  or  reduction 
described  in  such  report.  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  continuity 
of  session  shall  be  considered  as  broken  only  by  adjournment  sine  die; 
but  in  the  computation  of  the  60-day  period  there  shall  be  excluded 
the  days  on  which  either  House  is  not  in  session  because  of  an  ad¬ 
journment  of  more  than  3  days  to  a  day  certain. 

Section  41 2 

The  committee  continues  to  be  concerned  with  the  large  amount  of 
procurement  through  negotiation  and  without  competitive  bids.  It, 
therefore,  felt  that  any  step  which  it  could  take  in  the  direction  of 
limiting  the  area  of  procurement  through  negotiation  would  be  salu¬ 
tary.  Illustrative  of  the  need  for  limiting  the  area  of  negotiation  is 
the  fact  that  from  information  available  to  the  committee,  funds 
spent  by  the  Department  of  Defense  under  the  authority  of  the 
Korean  emergency  proclamation  of  December  16,  1950,  constituted 
94.19  percent  of  all  Defense  Department  funds.  During  a  9-month 
period  in  1956  and  notwithstanding  corrective  action  which  was 
supposed  to  have  been  taken  by  the  Department  of  Defense,  $5,312, 
550,000  was  contracted,  for  using  the  same  emergency  proclamation. 
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This  represented  38.94  percent  of  Department  of  Defense  dollars. 
It  is  clear  from  these  figures  that  corrective  action  is  necessary  and 
the  committee  submits  that  the  step  taken  through  the  insertion  of 
section  412  will  rectify  this  situation  at  least  to  a  considerable  extent. 

Section  413 

This  section  grants  authority  for  the  military  departments  to  utilize 
existing  family  housing  authorization  to  construct  the  units  authorized 
by  this  bill.  The  matter  is  dealt  with  in  more  detail  under  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  report  headed  "Housing.” 

Section  414 

As  the  bill  was  introduced,  title  III  included  an  authority  in  the 
amount  of  $21,341,000  for  the  Air  Force  Academy,  Colorado  Springs, 
Colo.  The  committee  felt  that  since  the  Air  Force  Academy  had 
been  authorized  by  a  specific  act  of  Congress,  Public  Law  325,  83d 
Congress,  any  increase  in  authorization  for  the  Academy  should  be 
by  amendment  to  that  law.  The  authorization  in  the  amount  cited, 
therefore,  was  removed  from  title  III  and  appears  as  a  section  414  in 
the  general  provisions. 

Fiscal  Data 

Enactment  into  law  of  this  proposed  legislation  will  involve  the 
expenditure  of  $1,676,622,000.  This  amount  is  made  up  of  $1,416,- 
573,000  which  represents  the  new  authority  granted  in  titles  I,  II, 
and  III,  plus  $186,499,000  which  represents  the  increases  in  prior 
authorities  (deficiency  authorizations),  plus  $21,341,000  for  the  Air 
Force  Academy,  plus  $52,209,000  as  the  cost  of  the  family  housing 
which  is  authorized  by  this  bill. 

Departmental  Data 

This  measure  is  part  of  the  legislative  program  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  for  fiscal  year  1958  and  has  been  approved  by  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  as  is  evidenced  by  the  letter  dated  May  1,  1957,  from 
Secretary  of  Defense  C.  E.  Wilson  which  is  set  out  below  and  made 
a  part  of  this  report. 

The  Secretary  of  Defense, 

Washington,  May  1,  1957. 

Hon.  Sam  Rayburn, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives , 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  There  is  forwarded  herewith  a  draft  of 
legislation  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

This  proposed  legislation  is  a  part  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
legislative  program  for  1957,  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises 
that  there  is  no  objection  to  its  presentation  to  the  Congress.  The 
Department  of  Defense  recommends  that  it  be  enacted. 

This  proposed  legislation  would  authorize  additional  military  con¬ 
struction  that  is  urgently  needed  by  the  Department  of  Defense  at 
this  time,  and  would  provide  additional  authority  to  cover  deficiencies 
in  prior  construction  authorizations.  The  appropriation  of  money 
required  for  construction  is  provided  for  in  the  budget  of  the  United 
States  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  1958. 
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This  legislation  consists  of  titles  I,  II,  and  III,  covering  authoriza¬ 
tion  required  by  the  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
respectively;  and  title  IV  covering  general  provisions  relating  to  this 
legislation. 

This  proposal  would  authorize  new  construction  totaling  $1,561,- 
338,000,  of  which  $323,325,000  is  for  the  Department  of  the  Army; 
$435,099,000  is  for  the  Department  of  the  Navy;  and  $802,914,000  is 
for  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force.  This  proposal  would  also 
provide  additional  monetary  authority  to  correct  deficiencies  in 
authorization  for  projects  authorized  under  previous  laws  totaling 
$181,056,000,  of  which  $23,489,000  is  for  the  Army;  $42,605,000  is 
for  the  Navy;  and  $114,962,000  is  for  the  Air  Force.  Therefore,  the 
total  in  this  proposed  legislation  of  new  authorization  plus  additional 
monetary  authority  for  projects  previously  authorized  amounts  to 
$1,742,394,000. 

This  proposal  would  also  repeal  all  authorizations,  with  certain 
exceptions,  for  military  construction  that  are  contained  in  laws 
enacted  after  July  14,  1952,  but  prior  to  August  8,  1953.  This  repeal 
will  continue  in  effect  the  policy  established  in  the  fiscal  year  1956 
Military  Construction  Authorization  Act  (Public  Law  161,  84th 
Cong.)  and  continued  in  the  fiscal  year  1957  act,  of  repealing  long¬ 
standing  authority  that  has  not  been  exercised  by  the  military  depart¬ 
ments.  It  is  believed  that  the  continuation  of  this  policy  will  result 
in  a  construction  program  which  will  reflect  more  accurately  the 
current  needs  of  the  Department  of  Defense. 

Sincerely  yours, 

C.  E.  Wilson. 


CHANGES  IN  EXISTING  LAW 

In  compliance  with  clause  3  of  rule  XIII  of  the  rules  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  there  is  herewith  printed  in  parallel  columns  the 
text  of  provisions  of  existing  law  which  would  be  repealed  or  amended 
by  the  various  provisions  of  the  bill. 


EXISTING  LAW 

The  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat. 
991,  Public  Law  968,  84th  Cong.) 

(Sec.  302:) 

The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
may  establish  or  develop: 

(a)  Classified  military  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 
constructing,  converting,  rehabili¬ 
tating,  or  installing  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works,  including 
land  acquisition,  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment,  in  the  total  amount  of 
$163,000,000. 

(b)  Air  Force  installations  and 
facilities  by  proceeding  with  con¬ 
struction  made  necessary  by 


THE  BILL 


(Sec.  306:) 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  302  of 
the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat. 
991,  1012),  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 


“(b)  Air  Force  installations  and 
facilities  by  proceeding  with  con¬ 
struction  made  necessary  by 
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EXISTING  LAW 

changes  in  Air  Force  missions, 
new  weapons  developments,  or 
improved  production  schedules, 
if  the  Secretary  of  Defense  deter¬ 
mines  that  deferral  of  such  con¬ 
struction  for  inclusion  in  the  next 
military  construction  authoriza¬ 
tion  Act  would  be  inconsistent 
with  interests  of  national  security, 
and  in  connection  therewith  to  ac¬ 
quire,  construct,  convert,  rehabili¬ 
tate,  or  install  permanent  or  tem¬ 
porary  public  works,  including 
land  acquisition,  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equip 
ment,  in  the  total  amount  of 
$50,000,000:  Provided,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Ah-  Force,  or  his 
designee,  shall  notify  the  Com- 
mittes  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  immediately  upon  reaching  a 
final  decision  to  implement,  of  the 
cost  of  construction  of  any  public 
work  undertaken  under  this  sub¬ 
section,  including  those  real  estate 
actions  pertaining  thereto. 


The  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70 
Stat.  991,  Public  Law  968, 
84  th  Cong.) 

(Sec.  410:) 

As  of  July  1,  1957,  all  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  military  public  works  to 
be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary 
of  a  military  department  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  establishment  or 
development  of  military  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities,  and  all  authori¬ 
zations  for  appropriations  therefor, 
that  are  contained  in  Acts  enacted 
before  July  15,  1952,  and  not 
superseded  or  otherwise  modified 
by  a  later  authorization  are  re¬ 
pealed,  except — 

(1)  authorizations  for  pub¬ 
lic  works  and  for  appropria¬ 
tions  therefor  that  are  set 
forth  in  those  Acts  in  the 
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changes  in  Air  Force  missions, 
new  weapons  developments,  new 
and  unforeseen  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  requirements,  or  im¬ 
proved  production  schedules,  if 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  deter¬ 
mines  that  deferral  of  such  con¬ 
struction  for  inclusion  in  the  next 
military  construction  authoriza¬ 
tion  Act  would  be  inconsistent 
with  interests  of  national  security, 
and  in  connection  therewith  to  ac¬ 
quire,  construct,  convert,  rehabili¬ 
tate,  or  install  permanent  or  tem¬ 
porary  public  works,  including 
land  acquisition,  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equip 
ment,  in  the  total  amount  of 
$50,000,000:  Provided,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  or  his 
designee,  shall  notify  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  immediately  upon  reaching 
a  final  decision  to  implement,  of 
the  cost  of  construction  of  any 
public  work  undertaken  under 
this  subsection,  including  those 
real  estate  actions  pertaining 
thereto.” 


(Sec.  406:) 

As  of  July  1,  1958,  all  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  military  public  works  to 
be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary 
of  a  military  department  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  establishment  or 
development  of  military  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities,  and  all  authori¬ 
zations  for  appropriations  therefor, 
that  are  contained  in  Acts  ap¬ 
proved  before  July  28,  1954,  and 
not  superseded  or  otherwise  modi¬ 
fied  by  a  later  authorization  are 
repealed,  except — - 

(1)  authorizations  for  pub¬ 
lic  works  and  for  appropria¬ 
tions  therefor  that  are  set 
forth  in  those  Acts  in  the 
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titles  that  contain  the  general 
provisions; 

(2)  the  authorization  for 
public  works  projects  as  to 
which  appropriated  funds 
have  been  obligated  for  con¬ 
struction  contracts  in  whole 
or  in  part  before  July  1,  1957, 
and  authorizations  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor ; 

(3)  the  authorization  for 
the  rental  guaranty  for  family 
housing  in  the  amount  of 
$100,000,000  that  is  contained 
in  section  302  of  Public  Law 
534,  Eighty-second  Congress; 

(4)  the  authorizations  for 
public  works  and  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  funds  that  are  con¬ 
tained  in  the  National  De¬ 
fense  Facilities  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  881  et 
seq.) ;  and 

(5)  the  authorization  for 
the  development  of  the  Line 
of  Communications,  France, 
in  the  amount  of  $82,000,000, 
that  is  contained  in  title  I, 
section  102  of  Public  Law- 
534,  Eighty-second  Congress. 
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titles  that  contain  the  general 
provisions; 

(2)  the  authorizations  for 
public  works  projects  as  to 
which  appropriated  funds 
have  been  obligated  for  con¬ 
struction  contracts  in  whole  or 
in  part  before  July  1,  1958, 
and  authorizations  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor ; 

(3)  the  authorization  for 
the  rental  guaranty  for  family 
housing  in  the  amount  of 
$100,000,000  that  is  contained 
in  section  302  of  Public  Law 
534,  Eighty -second  Congress; 

(4)  the  authorizations  for 
public  works  and  the  appro¬ 
priation  of  funds  that  are 
contained  in  sections  2231- 
2238  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C. 
882,  883,  885,  886); 

(5)  the  authorization  for 
the  development  of  the  Line 
of  Communications,  France, 
in  the  amount  of  $60,000,000 
that  is  contained  in  title  I, 
section  102  of  Public  Law 
534,  Eighty-second  Congress. 

(6)  notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  section  410  of 
the  Act  of  August  3,  1956 
(70  Stat.  991,  1016),  the 
authorization  for  (a)  develop¬ 
ment  of  classified  facilities  in 
the  amount  of  $6,439,000 
that  is  contained  in  title  I, 
section  102,  of  the  Act  of 
September  28,  1951  (65  Stat. 
336,  343),  and  (b)  develop¬ 
ment  of  classified  facilities  in 
the  amount  of  $6,654,000  that 
is  contained  in  title  I,  section 
102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952 
(66  Stat,  606,  609)/ 

(7)  the  authorization  for 
public  works  and  for  the  ap¬ 
propriations  of  funds  that  are 
contained  in  the  Act  of  April 
1,  1954  (68  Stat.  47),  as 
amended. 
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The  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (69  Stat. 

324),  as  amended 

(Sec.  515:) 

During  the  fiscal  years  1956, 
1957,  and  1958  the  Secretaries  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
respectively,  are  authorized  to 
lease  housing  facilities  at  or  near 
military  tactical  installations  for 
assignment  as  public  quarters  to 
military  personnel  and  their  de¬ 
pendents,  if  any,  without  rental 
charge  upon  a  determination  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  his 
designee  that  there  is  a  lack  of 
adequate  housing  facilities  at  or 
near  such  military  tactical  instal¬ 
lations.  Such  housing  facilities 
shall  be  leased  on  a  family  or 
individual  unit  basis  and  not  more 
than  three  thousand  of  such  units 
may  be  so  leased  at  any  one  time. 
Expenditures  for  the  rental  for 
such  housing  facilities  may  be 
made  out  of  appropriations  avail¬ 
able  for  maintenance  and  opera¬ 
tion  but  may  not  exceed  $150  a 
month  for  any  such  unit. 


The  Act  of  September  1,  1954 
(68  Stat.  1119) 

(Sec.  404:) 

Not  to  exceed  two  hundred  and 
fifty  of  the  units  of  family  quarters 
constructed  under  the  authority 
of  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act 
shall  have  a  net  floor  area  of  not 
to  exceed  two  thousand  and  one 
hundred  square  feet.  None  of  the 
other  family  quarters  authorized 
to  be  constructed  by  this  Act  shall 
have  a  net  floor  area  in  excess  of 
one  thousand  two  hundred  and 
fifty  square  feet,  and  the  average 
net  floor  area  of  all  of  such  other 
family  quarters  shall  not  exceed 
one  thousand  and  eighty  square 
feet. 
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(Sec.  407:) 

Section  515  of  the  Act  of  July 
15,  1955  (69  Stat.  324,  352),  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal 
years  1957,  1958,  and  1959,  the 
Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force,  respectively,  are 
authorized  to  lease  housing  facili¬ 
ties  at  or  near  military  tactical 
installations  for  assignment  as 
public  quarters  to  military  per¬ 
sonnel  and  their  dependents,  if 
any,  without  rental  charge  upon 
a  determination  bv  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  or  his  designee,  that 
there  is  a  lack  of  adequate  housing 
facilities  at  or  near  such  military 
tactical  installations.  Such  hous¬ 
ing  facilities  shall  be  leased  on  a 
family  or  individual  unit  basis 
and  not  more  than  five  thousand 
of  such  units  may  be  so  leased  at 
any  one  time.  Expenditures  for 
the  rental  of  such  housing  facilities 
may  be  made  out  of  appropria¬ 
tions  available  for  maintenance 
and  operation  but  may  not  exceed 
$150  a  month  for  any  such  unit." 


(Sec.  408:) 

(a)  Family  quarters  to  be  con¬ 
structed  under  the  authority  of 
titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  the  Act  of 
September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119), 
shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor 
area  limitations  respectively  pre¬ 
scribed  in  sections  4774,  7574,  and 
9774  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code. 

(b)  Section  404  of  the  Act  of 
September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119, 
1125),  is  hereby  repealed. 
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Title  10,  United  States  Code 

(Sec.  4774.  Construction  of 
quarters:  limitations  on  space  and 
cost:) 

(a)  In  the  construction  of  family 
quarters  from  appropriated  funds 
for  members  of  the  Army,  the 
following  are  the  maximum  limita¬ 
tions  on  net  floor  area  for  each 
unit: 

Square 


Oradc  feet 

General  officer _ 2,  100 

Colonel _  1,  670 

Major  or  lieutenant  colonel _ 1,  400 

Officer  below  major _  1,  250 

Enlisted  member. _  1,  080 


In  this  section,  “net  floor  area” 
means  the  space  inside  the  ex¬ 
terior  walls,  excluding  basement, 
service  space  instead  of  basement, 
attic,  garage,  and  porches. 

(b)  The  maximum  limitations 
prescribed  by  subsection  (a)  are 
increased — 

(1)  10  percent  for  quarters 
outside  the  United  States; 
and 

(2)  10  percent  for  quarters 
of  the  commanding  officer  of 
any  station,  base,  or  other 
installation,  based  on  the 
grade  authorized  for  that 
position. 

(c)  The  maximum  limitations 
for  family  quarters  constructed 
from  appropriated  funds  for  civil¬ 
ians  are  the  same  as  those  for 
members  of  the  Army  of  com¬ 
parable  responsibility,  grade,  and 
pay,  as  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army. 

(d)  Except  when  built  by  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Army,  no  permanent 
barrack,  quarters,  building,  or 
other  permanent  structure  may  be 
built  unless  a  detailed  estimate  of 
its  cost  has  been  submitted  to 
Congress  and  a  specific  appropria¬ 
tion  has  been  made  therefor.  No 
one  may  build  such  a  structure 
without  specific  authority  of  Con- 
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(Sec.  409:) 

Title  10,  United  States  Code,  is 
amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Section  4774  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  subsec¬ 
tion  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent 
of  the  family  quarters  constructed 
from  appropriated  funds  for  en¬ 
listed  members  of  the  Army  may 
be  four-bedroom  quarters  having 
a  net  floor  area  of  1 ,250  square  feet 
or  less.” 
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gress  if  the  cost  is  more  than 

$100,000. 

(e)  A  limitation  upon  the  cost 
of  quarters  built  for  members  of 
the  Army  does  not  apply  to 
expenditures  for  work  and  equip¬ 
ment  outside  those  quarters,  in¬ 
cluding  expenditures  for — 

(1)  the  furnishing  of  elec¬ 
tricity,  gas,  water,  and  sewage 
disposal ; 

(2)  roads  and  walks;  and 

(3)  grading  and  drainage. 

(Sec.  7574.  Quarters:  limitations 

on  size:) 

(a)  In  the  construction  of  fam¬ 
ily  quarters  for  members  of  the 
naval  service,  the  following  are 
the  maximum  limitations  on  net 
floor  area  for  each  unit: 

(1)  For  flag  officers  in  the  Navy 
and  general  officers  in  the  Marine 
Corps — 2,100  square  feet. 

(2)  For  Captains  in  the  Navy 
and  colonels  in  the  Marine 
Corps — 1,670  square  feet. 

(3)  For  commanders  and  lieu¬ 
tenant  commanders  in  the  Navy 
and  lieutenant  colonels  and  majors 
in  the  Marine  Corps — 1 ,400  square 
feet. 

(4)  For  officers  of  the  naval 
service  below  the  grade  of  lieu¬ 
tenant  commander  or  major — 
1,250  square  feet. 

(5)  For  enlisted  members  of  the 
naval  service — 1,080  square  feet. 
In  this  section  “net  floor  area” 
means  all  floor  space  inside  the 
exterior  walls,  excluding  basement, 
service  space  instead  of  basement, 
attic,  garage,  and  porches. 

(b)  The  maximum  limitations 
prescribed  by  subsection  (a)  are 
increased — 

(1)  10  percent  for  quarters 
outside  the  United  States; 
and 

(2)  10  percent  for  quarters 
of  the  commanding  officer  of 
any  station  or  installation, 


THE  BELL 


(b)  Section  7574  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  subsec¬ 
tion  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(d)  Not  more  than  15  percent 
of  the  family  quarters  constructed 
from  appropriated  funds  for  en¬ 
listed  members  of  the  Navy  may 
be  four-bedroom,  quarters  having 
a  net  floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet 
or  less.” 
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based  on  the  grade  author¬ 
ized  for  that  position. 

(c)  The  maximum  limitations 
for  family  quarters  for  civilians 
are  the  same  as  those  for  members 
of  the  naval  service  of  comparable 
responsibility,  grade,  and  pay, 
as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy. 

(Sec.  9774.  Construction  of 
quarters :  limitations  on  space  and 
cost :) 

(a)  In  the  construction  of  fam¬ 
ily  quarters  from  appropriated 
funds  for  members  of  the  Air 
Force,  the  following  are  the  maxi¬ 
mum  limitations  on  net  floor  area 
for  each  unit: 


Grade  Square  feet 

General  officer _ 2,  100 

■Colonel _  1,  670 

Major  or  lieutenant  colonel _ 1,  400 

Officer  below  major _  1,  250 

Enlisted  member _  1,  080 


In  this  section,  “net  floor  area” 
means  the  space  inside  the  exterior 
walls,  excluding  basement,  service 
space  instead  of  basement,  attic, 
garage,  and  porches. 

(b)  The  maximum  limitations 
prescribed  by  subsection  (a)  are 
increased — 

(1)  10  percent  for  quarters 
outside  the  United  States; 
and 

(2)  10  percent  for  quarters 
of  the  commanding  officer  of 
any  station,  air  base,  or  other 
installation,  based  on  the 
grade  authorized  for  that 
position. 

(c.)  The  maximum  limitations 
for  family  quarters  constructed 
from  appropriated  funds  for  civil¬ 
ians  are  the  same  as  those  for 
members  of  the  Air  Force  of  com¬ 
parable  responsibility,  grade,  and 
pay,  as  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Air  Force. 

(d)  Except  when  built  by  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Air  Force,  no  perma¬ 
nent  barrack,  quarters,  building, 
or  other  permanent  structure  may 
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(c)  Section  9774  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  subsec¬ 
tion  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent 
of  the  family  quarters  constructed 
from  appropriated  funds  for  en¬ 
listed  members  of  the  Air  Force 
may  be  four-bedroom  quarters 
having  a  net  floor  area  of  1,250 
square  feet  or  less.” 
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he  built  unless  a  detailed  estimate 
of  its  cost  has  been  submitted  to 
Congress  and  a  specific  appropri¬ 
ation  has  been  made  therefor. 

No  one  may  build  such  a  structure 
without  specific  authority  of  Con¬ 
gress  if  the  cost  is  more  than 
$100,000. 

(e)  A  limitation  upon  the  cost 
of  quarters  built  for  members  of 
the  Air  Force  does  not  apply  to 
expenditures  for  work  and  equip¬ 
ment  outside  those  quarters,  in¬ 
cluding  expenditures  for — 

(1)  the  furnishing  of  elec¬ 
tricity,  gas,  water,  and  sew¬ 
age  disposal; 

(2)  roads  and  walks; 

(3)  grading  and  drainage; 
and 

(4)  the  construction  of  air 
bases  or  depots  under  section 
9773  of  this  title. 


The  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68 
Stat.  119)  as  Amended 

(Sec.  407:)  .  (Sec.  410:) 

In  addition  to  family  housing  The  second  paragraph  of  section 
and  community  facilities  other-  407  of  the  Act  of  September  1, 
wise  authorized  to  be  constructed  1954  (68  Stat.  1119,  1125),  as 
or  acquired  by  the  Department  of  amended,  is  further  amended  to 
Defense,  the  Secretary  of  Defense  read  as  follows: 
is  authorized,  subject  to  the  ap-  “The  Department  of  Defense 
p roval  of  the  Director  of  the  shall  pay  the  Commodity  Credit 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to  con-  Corporation,  from  appropriations 
struct,  or  acquire  by  lease  or  otherwise  available  for  the  pay- 
otherwise,  family  housing  for  occu-  ment  of  quarters  allowances  for 
pancy  as  public  quarters,  and  military  personnel  and  from  ap- 
community  facilities,  in  foreign  pr0priate  allotments  or  rental 
countries  through  housing  and  charges  for  civilian  personnel, 
community  facilities  projects  amounts  equal  to  the  quarters 
which  utilize  foreign  currencies  to  allowances  or  allotments  other- 
a  value  not  to  exceed  $250,000,000  wise  payable  to  or  the  rental 
acquired  pursuant  to  the  provi-  charges  collected  from  personnel 
sions  of  the  Agricult  ural  Trade  occupying  any  housing  constructed 
Development  and  Assistance  Act  0r  acquired '  under  authority  of 
of  1954  (68  Stat.  454)  or  through  this  section  after  deducting 
other  commodity  transactions  of  amounts  chargeable  for  the  main- 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora-  tenance  and  operation  of  such 
tlon-  housing:  Provided,  That  such  pay- 
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The  Department  of  Defense 
shall  pay  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  from  appropriations 
otherwise  available  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  quarters  allowances  for 
military  personnel  for  the  fiscal 
year  1956  and  each  succeeding 
fiscal  year,  amounts  equal  to  the 
quarters  allowances  otherwise  pay¬ 
able  to  personnel  occupying  any 
housing  constructed  or  acquired 
under  authority  of  this  section 
after  deducting  amounts  charge¬ 
able  for  the  maintenance  and  op¬ 
eration  of  such  housing:  Provided, 
That  such  payments  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  dollar  equivalent  of  the 
value  of  the  foreign  currencies  used 
for  all  such  construction  or  acqui¬ 
sition. 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall 
furnish  to  the  Committees  on 
Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives 
quarterly  reports,  the  first  of 
which  shall  be  submitted  three 
months  subsequent  to  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  Act,  setting 
forth  the  cost,  number,  and  loca¬ 
tion  of  housing  units  constructed 
or  acquired  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  this  section 
during  the  three-month  period 
preceding  the  date  of  such  report, 
and  setting  forth  the  cost,  number, 
and  location  of  the  housing  units 
intended  to  be  constructed  or 
acquired  pursuant  to  such  author¬ 
ity  during  the  next  succeeding 
quarter. 

Title  10,  United  States  Code 

CHAPTER  137.  PROCUREMENT 
GENERALLY 

*  *  *  * 

§  2304.  Purchases  and  contracts: 

formal  advertising;  ex¬ 
ceptions 

(a)  Purchase  of  and  contracts 
for  property  or  services  covered 
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ments  shall  not  exceed  the  dollar 
equivalent  of  the  value  of  the 
foreign  currencies  used  for  all  such 
construction  or  acquisition.” 


Sec.  412.  The  authority  granted 
by  section  2304  (a)  (1),  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  shall  not  be 
exercised  during  the  national  emer¬ 
gency  declared  by  the  President 
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by  this  chapter  shall  be  made  by 
formal  advertising.  However,  the 
head  of  an  agency  may  negotiate 
such  a  purchase  or  contract,  if — 
(1)  it  is  determined  that 
such  action  is  necessary  in 
the  public  interest  during  a 
national  emergency  declared 
by  Congress  or  the  President; 
*  *  *  *  * 


THE  BILL 

on  December  16,  1950,  except 
with  respect  to — 

(1)  purchases  or  contracts 
the  aggregate  amount  of 
which  does  not  involve  more 
than  $2,500; 

(2)  purchases  or  contracts 
for  nonperishable  subsistence 
supplies ; 

(3)  pui’chases  or  contracts 
for  property  or  services  for 
experimental,  developmental, 
or  research  work,  or  making 
or  furnishing  property  for  ex¬ 
periment,  test,  development, 
or  research,  not  exceeding 
$100,000; 

(4)  when  in  furtherance  of 
small  business,  labor  surplus 
area,  or  major  disaster  area 
programs,  the  agency  head 
determines  that  supplies  or 
services  are  to  be  procured 
from  small  business  concerns, 
from  concerns  which  will  per¬ 
form  the  contracts  substan¬ 
tially  within  labor  surplus 
areas  as  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  Labor,  or  from 
concerns  which  will  perform 
the  contracts  substantially 
within  areas  of  major  disaster. 

Sec.  414.  Section  9  of  the  Air 
Force  Academy  Act,  as  amended 
(68  Stat.  49),  is  further  amended 
by  striking  out  in  the  first  sentence 
the  figure  “$126,000,000”  and  in¬ 
serting  in  place  thereof  the  figure 
“$147,341,000”. 


Public  Law  325 — 83d  Congress 

CHAPTER  127 - 2D  SESSION 

H.  R.  5337 

AN  ACT  To  provide  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  United  States  Air  Force 
Academy,  and  for  other  purposes 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Con¬ 
gress  assembled,  That  this  Act  may 
be  cited  as  the  “Air  Force  Acad¬ 
emy  Act”. 


46 


CONSTRUCTION  FOR  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 


EXISTING  LAW  THE  BILL 

Sec.  2.  There  is  hereby  estab¬ 
lished  in  the  Department  of  the 
Air  Force  a  United  States  Air 
Force  Academy,  hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  “Academy”,  for 
the  instruction  and  preparation 
for  military  service  of  selected  per¬ 
sons  who  shall  be  known  as  Air 
Force  cadets. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  shall  determine  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  Academy  within  the 
United  States  in  the  following 
manner : 

(1)  The  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  shall  establish  immediately 
a  commission,  and  appoint  five 
members  thereof,  to  advise  him  in 
connection  with  the  selection  of  a 
permanent  location  for  the  Acad¬ 
emy.  The  commission  shall  make 
its  report  to  the  Secretary  as  soon 
as  practicable. 

(2)  The  Secretary  shall  accept 
the  unanimous  decision  for  a  per¬ 
manent  location  by  such  commis¬ 
sion.  In  the  event  such  recom- 
mention  is  not  unanimous,  the 
commission  by  a  majority  vote 
shall  submit  to  the  Secretary  three 
sites  from  which  the  Secretary 
shall  select  one  as  the  permanent 
location. 

(b)  Following  the  selection  of  a 
location  for  the  Academy,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  is  au¬ 
thorized — 

(1)  to  acquire  land  from 
other  Government  agencies 
without  reimbursement,  with 
the  consent  of  such  agencies; 

(2)  to  acquire  lands  and 
rights  pertaining  thereto,  or 
other  interests  therein,  in¬ 
cluding  the  temporary  use 
thereof,  by  donation,  pur¬ 
chase,  exchange  of  Govern¬ 
ment  owned  lands,  or  other¬ 
wise,  without  regard  to  sect  ion 
601,  Act  of  September  28, 

1951  (65  Stat,  365;  40  U.  S.  C. 

551); 
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(3)  to  prepare  plans,  speci¬ 
fications,  and  designs,  to  make 
surveys  and  to  do  all  other 
preparatory  work,  by  con¬ 
tract  or  otherwise,  as  he  deems 
necessary  or  advisable  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  construction, 
equipping  and  organization  of 
the  Academy  at  such  location; 
and 

(4)  to  construct  and  equip 
temporary  or  permanent  Pub¬ 
lic  Works,  including  buildings, 
facilities,  appurtenances,  and 
utilities,  at  such  location. 

1  Sec.  4.  For  the  purpose  of  pro- 
'  viding  temporary  facilities  and 
enabling  early  operation  of  the 
Academy,  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  is  authorized  to  provide  for 
the  erection  of  the  minimum  addi¬ 
tional  number  of  temporary  build¬ 
ings  and  the  modification  of  exist¬ 
ing  structures  and  facilities  at  an 
existing  Air  Force  base  and  to 
provide  for  the  proper  functioning 
equipping,  maintaining,  and  re¬ 
pairing  thereof;  and  to  contract 
with  civilian  institutions  for  such 
operation  or  instruction  as  he  may 
deem  necessary. 

Sec.  5.  All  appropriate  provi¬ 
sions  of  law,  not  inconsistent  with 
the  purposes  of  this  Act,  which 
pertain  to  the  United  States  Mil- 
|  itary  Academy  shall,  by  the  au¬ 
thority  of  this  section,  also  pertain 
to  the  United  States  Air  Force 
Academy.  All  references  in  these 
laws  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
the  Army,  or  any  officer  or  agency 
thereof  shall,  in  pertaining  to  the 
Air  Force  Academy,  be  construed 
as  referring,  respectively,  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  the 
Air  Force,  and  such  officers  and 
agencies  of  the  Air  Force  as  he 
may  designate.  The  organization 
of  the  Air  Force  Academy  shall  be 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force. 


48 


CONSTRUCTION  FOR  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 


EXISTING  LAW  THE  BILL 

Sec.  6.  To  permit  an  orderly 
increase  in  the  number  of  Air 
Force  cadets  during  the  period 
ending  not  more  than  four  years 
after  the  entrance  of  the  initial 
class  at  the  Academy,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Air  Force  may  limit 
the  number  to  be  appointed  each 
year  during  that  period  in  the 
following  manner: 

(a)  Each  Senator  and  Repre¬ 
sentative  shall  nominate  not  to 
exceed  ten  persons,  who  shall  be 
eligible  to  take  a  competitive 
examination  which  shall  be  held 
annually.  The  number  of  vacan¬ 
cies  allocated  to  each  State  shall 
be  proportional  to  the  representa¬ 
tion  in  Congress  from  that  State. 

Appointments  from  each  State 
shall  be  made  from  among  qual¬ 
ified  candidates  nominated  from 
that  State  in  the  order  of  merit 
established  by  the  examinations. 

(b)  Vacancies  allocated  to  other 
sources  shall  be  filled  from  among 
qualified  candidates  in  each  cate¬ 
gory  in  order  of  merit  established 
by  similar  competitive  examina¬ 
tions  and  shall  not  exceed  15  per 
centum  of  the  total  number  of 
appointments  authorized. 

Sec.  7.  Section  302  (b)  of  the 
Air  Force  Organization  Act  of 
1951  (65  Stat.  329:  10  U.  S.  C. 

1832  (b))  is  amended  by  inserting 
after  the  words  “provided  by 
law,”  the  words  “the  professors 
and  cadets  of  the  Air  Force 
Academy,”. 

Sec.  8.  (a)  Notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  law,  each 
cadet  at  the  United  StatesMilitarv 
Academy  and  the  United  States 
Air  Force  Academy  and  each  mid¬ 
shipman  at  the  United  States 
Naval  Academy  shall,  prior  to  his 
graduation  from  such  Academy,  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  state  a 
preference  for  appointment  as  a 
commissioned  officer  of  the  United 
States  Army,  the  United  States 
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Navy,  the  United  States  Air  Force, 
or  the  United  States  Marine  Corps, 
upon  his  graduation,  and,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Secretaries  of  the 
military  departments  having  juris¬ 
diction  over  such  Academy  and 
over  the  armed  force  in  which  he 
prefers  appointment,  shall,  upon 
his  graduation,  be  accepted  for 
appointment  in  such  armed  force, 
except  that  not  more  than  12 %  per 
centum  of  the  members  of  any 
graduating  class  of  any  such  Acad¬ 
emy  shall  be  appointed  as  com¬ 
missioned  officers  in  armed  forces 
I  other  than  the  one  administering 
such  Academy.  For  the  purposes 
of  the  foregoing  limitations,  gradu¬ 
ates  of  the  United  States  Naval 
Academy  appointed  as  commis¬ 
sioned  officers  in  the  United  States 
Marine  Corps  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  having  been  commis¬ 
sioned  in  armed  forces  other  than 
the  United  States  Navy. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  by  regulation  provide  for  the 
equitable  and  fair  distribution  of 
appointments  made  pursuant  to 
this  section  in  the  event  that  more 
than  12%  per  centum  of  a  gradu¬ 
ating  class  of  any  academy  re¬ 
ferred  to  herein  expresses  a  prefer¬ 
ence  to  be  so  appointed. 

(c)  The  provisions  of  this  sec- 
|  tion  shall  take  effect  (1)  in  the  year 

in  which  the  first  class  of  the 
United  States  Air  Force  Academy 
graduates,  or  (2)  upon  the  rescis¬ 
sion  of  the  present  agreement  un¬ 
der  which  graduates  of  the  United 
States  Military  and  Naval  Acade¬ 
mies  may  volunteer  for  appoint¬ 
ment  in  the  United  States  Air 
Force,  whichever  is  earlier. 

Sec.  9.  There  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  be  appropriated  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  the  sum  of  $126,000,000  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this 
Act,  of  which  not  to  exceed 
$26,000,000  shall  be  appropriated 
for  any  period  beginning  prior  to 
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January  1,  1955.  Of  the  amount 
so  appropriated  for  any  such 
period,  not  to  exceed  $1,000,000 
may  be  utilized  for  the  purpose  of 
section  4  of  this  Act. 

Approved  April  1,  1954. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing,  the  bill  also  provides  additional  mone¬ 
tary  authorization  to  correct  deficiencies  in  authorization  for  certain 
projects  authorized  under  previous  military  construction  acts.  There 
follows  a  listing  by  individual  project  and  public  law  of  the  amounts 
previously  authorized  and  the  amounts  as  changed  by  the  bill: 


Existing 

As  amended 

Section 

Public  law 

Section 

Installation 

amount 

authorized 

by  bill 

of  bill 

Public  Law  209  ,  83d.-. 

Sec.  101. 

Red  River  Arsenal,  Tex. _ 

$1, 80S,  000 

$2,  212, 000 

Sec.  104. 

Public  Law  534,  83d... 

.do  1 _ 

Department  of  Army  trans- 

2, 360,  000 

3, 137, 000 

Sec.  10.5. 

mitting  station,  vicinity  of 
Camp  Detrick,  Md. 

Do 

.do _ 

United  States  Military  Acad¬ 
emy,  N.  Y. 

9,  950, 000 

11,983,000 

Do. 

Public  Law  161,  84th  _ . 

...do _ 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground, 

1,  730, 000 

2, 039, 000 

Sec.  106. 

Md. 

Do _ 

..  .do _ 

Seneca  Ordnance  Depot.  N.  Y. 

129,  000 

212,000 

Do. 

Do 

__do _ 

Fort  Lee,  Va . . 

8,  589,  000 
452,  000 

1,  129, 000 

9,  874,  000 
525,  000 

Do. 

Do  .. 

...do _ 

Camp  Detrick,  Md _  ... 

Do. 

Do 

...do _ 

Dugway  Proving  Ground, 
Utah. 

1,  49L  000 

Do. 

Do _ 

...do _ 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  N.  Y... 

1, 055, 000 

1,  240,  000 

Do. 

Do 

_ do _ 

Fort  Eustis,  Va  _  _ 

6,  597, 000 
549, 000 

8, 072, 000 
876, 000 

Do. 

Do  . 

...do _ 

Brooke  Army  Medical  Cen¬ 
ter,  Tex. 

Do. 

Do _ 

...do... 

Madigan  Army  Hospital, 
Wash. 

333, 000 

669, 000 

Do. 

Do _ 

...do _ 

Walter  Reed  Army  Medical 
Center,  D.  C. 

3,  557, 000 

4,  472, 000 

Do. 

Do  .. 

...do _ 

Fort  Holabird,  Md _ ...  . 

612,000 

5, 000, 000 
12,  922,  000 

7, 487, 000 
8, 615. 000 
145, 000 
3, 014,  000 

800.  000 

Do. 

Do  _. 

...do _ 

Camp  Jackson,  S.  C . 

10, 400, 000 
14,  283, 000 
8, 621, 000 
9, 893, 000 
193, 000 
3,  204, 000 

Do. 

Do  _ 

___do._ . 

Fort  Hood,  Tex . . . 

Do. 

Do _ 

...do _ 

Fort  Carson,  Colo _ 

Do. 

Do _ 

.  __do _ 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kans  _ 

Do. 

Do 

...do _ 

Camp  Lucas,  Mich..  _ 

Do. 

Do.  . 

...do _ 

Armed  Forces  special  weapons 
project,  various  installations. 

Do. 

Do  . 

...do _ 

Wildwood  Station,  Kenai 
(Alaska  area). 

469, 000 

559, 000 

Do. 

Public  Law  968,  84th 

...do . 

Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  N.  Y. 

88, 000 

136, 000 

Sec.  107. 

Cong. 

Do  . 

...do . 

Redstone  Arsenal,  Ala..  _ 

6,159, 000 
832, 000 

1,  285, 000 

8.  593,  000 
984, 000 
1. 847, 000 

Do. 

Do  . 

...do . 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Ga... 
Fort  Worth  General  Depot, 

Do. 

Do. . . . 

...do _ 

Do. 

Tex. 

Do  . 

...do _ 

Fort  Bliss,  Tex _ _ 

5.  301, 000 

4, 173,000 

1,  092,  000 
200,  783,  000 

4,  500,  000 

8,  293.  000 

5,  798, 000 

1,  373,  000 
203, 331, 000 

5,  460.  000 

Do. 

Do 

..do _ 

Fort  Sill,  Okla _ 

Do 

Do... 

...do _ 

Fort  Leavenworth.  Kans _ 

Do. 

Do 

Sec.  102. . 

Classified  installations  ...  .. 

Do. 

Public  Law  534,  82d 

Sec.  201. . 

Yards  and  docks  facilities,  var- 

Sec.  203. 

Cong. 

ious  locations. 

Do 

Sec.  202- . 

Classified  installations 

86, 397, 000 
225.  000 

95,  489,  000 
369,  000 

Do. 

Public  Law  534,  83d... 

Sec.  201. 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station, 

Sec.  204. 

El  Centro,  Calif. 

Do _ 

...do _ 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El 
Toro,  Calif. 

1,  675, 000 

2,  030, 000 

Do. 

Do... 

..  do _ 

Naval  air  station,  Glenview, 

70,  000 

170,  000 

Do. 

Do.  _  ...  ... 

Sec.  202 

in. 

Classified  installations _ _ 

63,  358, 000 

70,  656, 000 

Do. 

Public  Law  161,  84th_ 

Sec.  201. 

Naval  Repair  Facility,  San 

629. 000 

1,  099,  000 

Sec.  205. 

Diego,  Calif. 

Do  .. 

Naval  station,  Orange,  Tex _ 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station, 
Kingsville,  Tex. 

399,  000 

3,  686,  000 

.563,  000 

4,  292,  000 

Do. 

Do... 

.  do . 

Do. 

Do _ 

..  do . 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station, 
New  Iberia,  La. 

24,  361,  000 

26,  871,  000 

Do. 

1  As  amended  by  Public  Law  161,  84th  Cong. 
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Section 

Public  law 

Section 

Installation 

amount 

authorized 

by  bill 

of  bill 

Public  Law  161,  84th- . 

Sec.  201. 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda, 

$3,  729, 000 

$4, 217, 000 

See.  205. 

Calif. 

1)0 . . . 

do.  ... 

Naval  air  station,  Moffett 

2, 581, 000 

4, 355, 000 

Do. 

Field,  Calil. 

Do 

do _ 

Whitohouso  Field,  Duval 

1, 087, 000 

1,  587, 000 

Do. 

County,  Fla. 

Do _ 

__do _ 

Naval  air  station,  Lakehurst, 
N.  J. 

16,311,000 

17,911,000 

Do. 

Do  _ 

-..do... . 

Naval  Ordnance  Aerophysics 
Laboratory,  Daingcrficld, 

1,111,000 

1,751,000 

Do. 

Tex. 

Do... . . 

__  .do _ 

Naval  Ordnance  Test  Station, 

375, 000 

475, 000 

Do. 

Inyokern,  Calif. 

Do. .  .  _ 

...do _ 

Naval  Powder  Factory  Indi¬ 
an  Head  Md. 

780, 000 

879, 000 

Do. 

Do. . 

_  do _ 

Naval  station  Kwajelein 
Marshall  Islands. 

4  411, 000 

5, 235, 000 

Do. 

Do.. 

...do _ 

Naval  communication  facility 
Port  Lyautey  French  Mo- 

2,  848, 600 

3, 198, 600 

Do. 

rocco. 

Do  . 

._  do _ 

Classified  installations _ 

151,  342,  400 
148, 000 

152,  763,  400 
191,000 

Do. 

Public  Law  968  84th. . 

Sec.  201. 

Naval  sliipyard  Charleston 

Sec.  200. 

S.  C. 

Do 

...do.... 

Naval  shipvard  Long  Beach 
Calif. 

5, 984, 000 

8,  619, 000 

Do. 

Do. . 

...do _ 

Naval  station  Long  Beach 
Calif. 

2, 256, 000 

2,  623,  000 

Do. 

Do. 

..  do _ 

Naval  station  Norfolk  Va  ... 

2,  844,  000 
8, 835, 000 

3, 340, 000 
11, 040,000 

Do. 

Do 

_  .do . 

Naval  air  station  Miramar 

Do. 

Calif. 

Do . . . . 

. .  do _ 

Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Cen- 

1, 682, 000 

2,  010, 000 

Do. 

ter  Point  Mugu  Calif. 

Do..  . . . 

. .  .do _ 

Naval  Academy  Annapolis 
Md. 

7, 469, 000 

10,919,000 

Do. 

Do . . 

...do . 

Naval  communication  station 

2, 029, 000 

3,  779, 000 

Do. 

San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Do  . 

..do _ 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk, 
Va. 

Naval  air  station,  Atsugi, 
Japan. 

443, 000 

1, 961, 000 

500, 000 

2, 337, 000 

Do. 

Do 

...do _ 

Do. 

Do  . 

Sec.  203. 

Classified  installations  ...  ... 

84, 043, 000 
224, 000 

85,  939, 000 
584, 000 

Do. 

Public  Law  534,  83d___ 

Sec.  301 2 

Pescadero  Consolan  Station, 

Sec.  303. 

Calif. 

Do 

..do _ 

Clinton-Sherman  Airport, 
Okla. 

11,393, 000 

12, 686, 000 

Do. 

Do.  _ 

...do. 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  N.  Y  . 
Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Calif. 

729, 000 

929, 000 
29,  442,  000 
2,  717,  000 
9,  220,  000 

Do. 

Do _ _  ._ 

...  do _ 

27,  478, 000 

1,  716, 000 

7, 709, 000 

Do. 

..do.  . 

Geiger  Field,  Wash _  _ 

Sec.  304. 

Do. 

...do.3 *... 

Grand  Forks  site,  North  Da- 

Do. 

kota. 

Do  .... 

...do 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Mich 

2, 029, 000 
6, 603, 000 

2,  445,  000 

5, 526, 000 
742, 000 

2, 195,  000 
7, 268,  000 
2,  935,  000 
6, 445,  000 
893, 000 

Do. 

Do _  . 

-do.,._. 

Minot  site,  North  Dakota  _ 

Do. 

Do . 

...do  _ . 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Calif  . 

Do. 

Do 

- .  .do _ 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mich 
Youngstown  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Ohio. 

Do. 

Do 

-_  do  _. 

Do. 

Do . . . 

...do _ 

Yuma  County  Airport,  Ariz._ 
Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Ala.. 
Grifiiss  Air  Force  Base,  N.  Y. . 

2, 107, 000 
4,170,000 
15,803,000 

2, 676, 000 
4,  728,  000 
16, 654,  000 

Do. 

Do . . 

...do _ 

Do. 

Do . . 

...do _ 

Do. 

Do. 

-..do _ 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base, 

9,  522,  000 

11,970,000 

Do. 

Calif. 

Do  . 

.do _ 

Wright-Pat. terson  Air  Force 
Base,  Ohio. 

Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Tex. 

12,001,000 

14,  508, 000 

Do. 

Do. . 

...do  5 * _ 

3, 438, 000 

4, 081, 000 

3, 876, 000 

5, 088, 000 

Do. 

Do . . 

...do _ 

Goodfellow  Ah-  Force  Base, 

Do. 

Tex. 

Do . 

...do  s _ 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base, 

500, 000 

545, 000 

Do. 

Miss. 

Do.. . . 

...do _ 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base, 
Tex. 

446, 000 

529, 000 

Do. 

Do . . 

...do _ 

James  Connally  Air  Force 
Base,  Tex. 

883, 000 

1, 129, 000 

Do. 

Do 

...do _ 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Calif. 
Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Tex 

1, 516, 000 

1, 076, 000 

1,  215, 000 
520, 000 

1, 998, 000 

1, 304, 000 
1,556,000 
825, 000 

Do. 

Do . . 

...do _ 

Do. 

Do .  . 

_ do  7 _ 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Ariz. 

Do. 

Do 

_  _do. 

Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C. 

Do. 

1 

2  As  amended  by  Public  Law  161,  84th  Cong. 

3  As  amended  by  Public  Law  968,  84th  Cong. 

*  As  amended  by  Public  Law  968,  84th  Cong. 

'•  As  amended  by  Public  Law  968,  84th  Cong. 

•  As  amended  by  Public  Law  968,  84th  Cong. 

7  As  amended  by  Public  Law  968,  84th  Cong. 
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Public  law 

Section 

Installation 

Public  Law  161,84th. 

Do... 

Sec.  301... 

.  _  .do _ 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base, 

‘  Nev. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Tex. 
Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Maine.. 
Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Calif. . 
Walker  Air  Force  Base,  N. 
Mex. 

Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  La- 
Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base, 
Ind. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Calif... 
Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Wash.. 
Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Term. 
Galena  Airfield,  Alaska _ 

Do 

_ do . 

Do _ 

_ do _ 

Do _ 

_ do _ 

Do  .  _ 

_ do _ 

Do _ 

_  .do _ 

Do _ 

_  ...do _ 

Do  _ 

_ do  8_.. 

Do _ 

_ do _ 

Do  _ 

_ do _ 

Do _ 

_ do _ 

Area  control  navigational  aids, 
various  locations. 

Duluty  Municipal  Airport, 
Mum. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash.. 

Glasgow  Air  Force  Base, 
Mont. 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base, 
N.  Dak. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base, 
Miss. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Micli. 

Klamatb  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Oreg. 

Minot  Air  Force  Base,  N.  Dak. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  N.  Y. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Calif- . 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Iowa. 

Truax  Field,  Wis 

Public  Law  968/84th  _ 

Do  _ 

. do _ 

_ do _ 

Do _ 

_ do . 

Do _ 

_ do _ 

Do _ 

_ do _ 

Do  _ 

_ do _ 

Do 

_ do _ 

Do _ 

_ do _ 

Do.. 

...do _ 

Do.  _ 

___  .do _ 

Do _ 

.do _ 

Do _ 

..do _ 

Do _ _ _ 

...  .do _ 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base, 
Mich. 

Air  Defense  Command,  vari¬ 
ous  locations. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  N.  Y__ 

Searsport  Fuel  Storage  Sta¬ 
tion,  Maine. 

Tacoma  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Wash. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Okla 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Tex. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Ala 

Do _ 

.do _ 

Do _ 

..do _ 

Do _ 

_ do _ 

Do _ 

...  .do _ 

Do _ 

..  .do _ 

Do . . . 

_  ..do _ 

Do _ 

.  ..do _ 

Do _ 

..do _ 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Tex. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Nev _ 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Okla... 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Ala.. 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Calif _ 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Ga__ 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field, 
Mass. 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Calif 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  Tex _ 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Calif.. . 

Columbus  Air-  Force  Base, 
Miss. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base, 

S.  Dak. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base, 
Fla. 

Lockbournc  Air  Force  Base, 
Ohio. 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base, 
Mont. 

Moimtaiu  Home  Air  Force 
Base,  Idaho. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Nebr.. 

Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base, 
N.  Y. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base, 
N.  H. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  N. 
Mex. 

Lajrgley  Air  Force  Base,  Va... 

Northeast  Air  Command, 
various  locations. 

Do _ 

..do _ 

Do _ _ _ 

_  ...do _ 

Do _ 

Do... 

Do _ 

_ do. 

Do _ 

Do _ 

...  _do._  - 

Do _ 

Do _ 

Do _ 

_ do _ 

_ do.  _ 

Do _ 

_ _ do.. 

Do _ 

Do _ 

_ do..  - 

Do . . 

_  .  .do _ 

Do _ 

Do _ 

_ _ do _ 

Do _ 

Do _ 

_ do _ 

Do _ 

.  ...do.. 

Do _ 

_  ...do.- 

Do _ 

Existing 

amount 

authorized 

As  amended 
by  bill 

Section 
of  bill 

$555, 500 

$624, 500 

Sec.  304. 

5, 929, 000 

7, 363, 000 

Do. 

11, 155,000 

12, 218, 000 

Do. 

9,  769, 000 

11,473,000 

Do. 

6, 657,  000 

8, 324, 000 

Do. 

$2, 684, 000 

$3,  527,  000 

Do. 

559, 000 

611, 000 

Do. 

1,  598, 000 

1, 905, 000 

Do. 

4,  724,  000 

5, 197,  000 

Do. 

3,  589,  000 

4,  010,  000 

Do. 

518,  000 

735,  000 

Do. 

526,  000 

1, 394, 000 

Do. 

863,000 

1, 469, 000 

Sec.  305. 

2, 827, 000 

3, 079, 000 

Do. 

2, 470,  000 

3, 080, 000 

Do. 

18, 969, 000 

30, 521, 000 

Do. 

1, 673, 000 

1, 781, 000 

Do. 

2, 156, 000 

2, 336, 000 

Do. 

1, 130, 000 

1,560,000 

Do. 

21,  215, 000 

27, 035, 000 

Do. 

3,  030,  000 

3, 409, 000 

Do. 

2, 392,  0U0 

2,  779, 000 

Do. 

2,  288,  000 

2,  900, 000 

Do. 

4, 876, 000 

8,  726, 000 

Do. 

3,  278,  000 

3, 808, 000 

Do. 

21,  510,  000 

26,  201, 000 

Do. 

17,966,000 

22, 005, 000 

Do. 

473, 000 

745, 000 

Do. 

129, 000 

251, 000 

Do. 

5,  990,  000 

7,  763,  000 

Do. 

17, 121,  000 

26,  471,000 

Do. 

18,  000 

22,  000 

Do. 

24,  433,  000 

33,  858,  000 

Do. 

2,  221,  000 

3, 063,  000 

Do. 

977,  000 

1,  064,  000 

Do. 

215.  000 

311,000 

Do. 

13,  335,  000 

15,  993,  000 

Do. 

345.  000 

500,  000 

Do. 

6,  939,  000 

7,  530, 000 

Do. 

5,  488,  000 

7,  220,  000 

Do. 

922,  000 

1,  190,  000 

Do. 

2,  179,  000 

2,  643,  000 

Do. 

14,  518,  000 

15,  322,  000 

Do. 

943,000 

1, 075, 000 

Do. 

1,  694,  000 

1,  966, 000 

Do. 

4,  952, 000 

7,  880, 000 

Do. 

1,  236,  000 

1,  586, 000 

Do. 

2,  064,  000 

2,607,000 

Do. 

5,  697,  000 

6,155,000 

Do. 

1,  491,  000 

2,027,000 

Do. 

661, 000 

720,000 

Do. 

2,  791, 000 

3, 181, 000 

Do. 

2,  613,  000 

2,  785,  000 

Do. 

75.  650,  000 

94,  197.  000  ! 

Do. 

8  As  amended  by  Public  Law  968,  84th  Cong. 
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The  above  increases  m  monetary  authorization  for  projects  author¬ 
ized  by  prior  military  construction  acts  require  the  following  changes 
to  be  made  in  the  general  provisions  of  such  acts  as  follows: 

EXISTING  LAW  THE  BILL 


The  Act  of  July  14,  1952  (66  Stat. 
606)  (Public  Law  534,  82d 
Cong.),  as  amended 
(Sec.  402:) 

There  are  hereby  authorized  to 
be  appropriated  such  sums  of 
money  as  may  be  necessary  to 
accomplish  the  purposes  of  this 
Act  but  not  to  exceed— 

(2)  for  public  works  author¬ 
ized  by  title  II:  Inside  con¬ 
tinental  United  States,  $138,- 
183,000;  outside  continental 
United  States,  $32,295,000; 
classified  facilities,  $86,397,- 
000;  or  a  total  of  $256,875,- 
000. 


The  Act  of  August  7,  1953  (67 

Stat.  440)  (Public  Law  209,  83d 

Cong.),  as  amended 

(Sec.  502:) 

There  are  hereby  authorized  to 
be  appropriated  such  sums  of 
money  as  may  be  necessary  to  ac¬ 
complish  the  purposes  of  this  Act, 
but  not  to  exceed — 

(1)  for  public  works  au¬ 
thorized  by  title  I:  Inside 
continental  United  States, 
$44,003,000;  outside  conti¬ 
nental  United  States,  $20,- 
560,000;  classified  facilities, 
$69,108,000;  or  a  total  of 
$133,671,000. 

The  Act  of  July  27,  1954  (68  Stat. 

535)  (Public  Law  534,  83d 

Cong.),  as  amended 

(Sec.  502:) 

There  are  hereby  authorized  to 
be  appropriated  such  sums  of 
money  as  may  be  necessary  to  ac¬ 
complish  the  purposes  of  this  Act, 
but  not  to  exceed— 


(Sec.  203  (c):) 

Public  Law  534,  Eighty -second 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  sec¬ 
tion  402  the  amounts  “$138,183,- 
000”,  “$86,397,000”,  and  “$256,- 
875,000”  and  inserting  respectively 
in  place  thereof,  “$139,143,000”, 
“$95,489,000”,  and  “$266,927,- 
000”. 


(Sec.  104  (b):) 

Public  Law  209,  Eighty- third 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of 
section  502  the  amounts  “$44,- 
003,000”  and  “$133,671,000  and 
inserting  in  place  thereof  “$44,- 
407,000”  and  “$134,075,000”,  re¬ 
spectively. 
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(1)  for  public  works  au¬ 
thorized  by  title  I :  Inside  con¬ 
tinental  United  States,  $129,- 
096,000;  outside  continental 
United  States,  $19,264,000; 
classified  installations  and  fa¬ 
cilities,  $87,700,000;  or  a  total 
of  $236,060,000; 

(2)  for  public  works  au¬ 
thorized  by  title  II:  Inside 
continental  United  States, 
$102,956,000;  outside  conti¬ 
nental  United  States,  $36,- 
493,000;  classified  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities,  $63,358,- 
000;  or  a  total  of  $202,807,- 
000; 

(3)  for  public  works  au¬ 
thorized  by  title  III;  Inside 
continental  United  States, 
$406,120,000;  outside  conti¬ 
nental  United  States,  $9,829,- 
000;  or  a  total  of  $415,949,000; 
and 

(4)  for  public  works  au¬ 
thorized  bv  title.  IV ;  a  total 
of  $572,600. 

The  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (69  Stat. 
324)  (Public  Law  161,  84th 
Cong.),  as  amended 
(Sec.  502:) 

There  are  hereby  authorized  to 
be  appropriated  such  sums  of 
money  as  may  be  necessary  to 
accomplish  the  purposes  of  this 
Act,  but  not  to  exceed — 

(1)  for  public  works  au¬ 
thorized  by  title  I:  Inside 
continental  United  States, 
$225,277,000;  outside  conti¬ 
nental  United  States,  $74,- 
984,000;  section  102,  $223,- 
993,000;  section  103,  $10,- 
000,000;  or  a  total  of  $534,- 
254,000; 


THE  BILL 

(Sec.  (105  (b)):) 

Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$129,096,- 
000”  and  “$236,060,000”  and  in¬ 
serting  in  place  thereof  “$131,- 
906,000”  and  “$238,870,000”,  re¬ 
spectively. 

(Sec.  204  (c) :) 

Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of 
section  502  the  amounts  “$102,- 
956,000”,  “$63,358,000”,  “$202,-. 
807,000  and  inserting  respectively! 
in  place  thereof  “$103,555,000”, 
“$70,656,000”,  and  “$210,704,- 
000”. 

(Sec.  303  (b) :) 

Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of 
section  502  so  much  as  reads 
“$406,120,000”.  and  “$415,949,- 
000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof 
“$409,937,000”  and  “$419,766,- 
000”,  respectively. 


(Sec.  106  (c):) 

Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of 
section  502  the  amounts  “$230,- 
677,000”,  “$74,984,000”,  and 

“$534,254,000”  and  inserting  in 
place  thereof  “$240,220,000”, 
“$75,074,000”,  and  “$549,- 
287,000”,  respectively. 
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(2)  for  public  works  au¬ 
thorized  by  title  II:  Inside 
continental  United  States, 
$299,512,600;  outside  conti¬ 
nental  United  States  $107,- 
191,300;  section  202,  $151,- 
342,400;  section  203,  $6,- 

000,000;  or  a  total  of  $564, 
046,300; 


(3)  for  public  works  author¬ 
ized  by  title  III:  Inside  conti¬ 
nental  United  States,  $801,- 
256,000;  outside  continental 
United  States,  $532,454,000; 
section  302,  $5,000,000;  sec¬ 
tion  303,  $350,000;  or  a  total 
of  $1,339,060,000;  and 

(4)  for  public  works  author¬ 
ized  by  title  IV:  $54,500,000. 

The  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70 
Stat.  991)  (Public  Law  968,  84th 
Cong.) 

(Sec.  402:) 

There  are  hereby  authorized  to 
be  appropriated  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Act,  but  appropriations  for 
public  works  projects  authorized 
by  titles  I,  II,  and  III  shall  not 
exceed — 

(1)  for  title  I:  Inside  the 
United  States,  $86,916,000; 
outside  the  United  States, 
$35,763,000;  section  102, 
$200,783,000;  or  a  total  of 
$323,462,000; 


(2)  for  title  II:  Inside  the 
United  States,  $292,572,000; 
outside  the  United  States, 
$61,625,000;  section  203, 
$84,043,000,  or  a  total  of 
$438,240,000;  and 


THE  BILL 

(Sec.  (205d):) 

Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$299,512,- 
600”,  “$107,191,300”,  “$151,342,- 
400”,  and  “$564,046,300”  and  in¬ 
serting  respectively  in  place  thereof 
“$308,463,600”,  "“$108,365,300”, 
“$152,763,400”,  and  “$575,- 
592,300”. 

(Sec.  304  (c):) 

Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$801,256,- 
000”,  “$532,454,000”,  and  “$1,- 
339,060,000”  and  inserting  in  place 
thereof  “$824,300,000”,  “$533,- 
539,000”,  and  “$1,363,189,000”, 
respectively. 


(Sec.  107  (c):) 

Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of 
section  402  the  amounts 
“$86,916,000”,  “$200,783,000”, 

and  “$323,462,000”  and  inserting 
in  place  thereof  “$95,010,000”, 
“$203,331,000,  and  “$334,104,000, 
respectively. 

(Sec.  206  (d):) 

Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth 
Congress  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  402 
the  amounts  “$292,572,000”, 
“$61,625,000”,  “$84,043,000”,  and 
“$438,240,000”  and  inserting  re- 
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spectively  in  place  thereof 

“$303,453,000”,  “$62,001,000”, 

“$85,939,000”,  and  “$451,399,000”. 
(Sec.  305  (c):) 

Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth 
Congress  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  402 
the  amounts  “$742,873,000”, 

“$  4  0  5,0  6  1,0  0  0”,  and 
“$1,360,934,000”  and  inserting  in 
place  thereof  “$811,342,000”, 

“$  423,608,00  0”,  and 
“$1,447,950,000”,  respectively. 


Continental 
United  States 

Overseas 

Classified 

Total 

Army _ _ _ _ 

$120, 099, 000 
260,  377, 000 
437,  357, 000 

$34, 613, 000 
65, 627, 000 
225,  407, 000 

$143, 002, 000 
55, 091, 000 
65,  000,  000 

$297, 714, 000 
391, 095, 000 
727,  764,  000 

Navy _ 

Air  Force _ 

Total  -  _ 

817,  833, 000 

325, 647, 000 

273, 093, 000 

1,  416,  573, 000 

(3)  for  title  III:  Inside  the 
United  States,  $742,873,000; 
outside  the  United  States, 
$405,061,000;  section  302  (a), 
$163,000,000;  section  302  (b), 
$50,000,000  or  a  total  of 
$1,360,934,000. 


Summary  of  Military  Public  Works  Bill  Fiscal  Year  1958 
CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 


Alabama _  $10,  366,  000 


Army: 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot _  2,  015,  000 

Fort  Rucker _  5,  703,  000 

Air  Force: 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile _  405,  000 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma _  2,  193,  000 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery _  50,  000 


Arizona _  7,  322,  000 


Army:  Fort  Huachuca _ 

Air  Force: 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix _ 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler _ 


Arkansas _  11,510,000 


Air  Force:  Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville _  11,  510,  000 


California _  133,  918,  000 


Army: 

Jet  Propulsion  Laboratory _  130,  000 

Oakland  Army  Base _  602,  000 

Fort  Ord _  5,231,000 

Sharpe  General  Depot _  110,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda _  185,  000 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow _  8,  001,  000 

Naval  ordnance  test  station,  China  Lake _  114,  000 

Naval  ordnance  laboratory,  Corona _  494,  000 

Auxiliary  landing  field,  Crows  Landing _  39,  000 


1,  936,  000 

2,  411,  000 
2,  110,  000 

865,  000 
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California — Continued 
Navy — Continued 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro _  $4,  774,  000 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro _  3,  620,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Lemoore _  30,  594,  000 

Naval  shipyard,  Long  Beach _  1,  500,  000 

Naval  station,  Long  Beach _  544,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar _  3,  401,  000 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mojave _  3,  281,  000 

Naval  air  station,  North  Island _  7,  964,  000 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton _  1,  469,  000 

Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu _  3,  479,  000 

Naval  magazine.  Port  Chicago _  723,  000 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port  Hueneme _  759,  000 

Auxiliary  landing  field,  San  Clemente _  9,  448,  000 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  San  Diego _  116,  000 

Naval  training  center,  San  Diego _  5,  375,  000 

Naval  communication  station,  San  Diego _  100,  000 

Naval  communication  center,  Stockton _  460,  000 

Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twentynine  Palms _  2,  331,  000 

Air  Force: 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville _  9,  680,  000 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced _  2,  976,  000 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc _  1,  987,  000 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville _  2,  478,  000 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael _  614,  000 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside _  2,  347,  000 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento _  8,  249,  000 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento _  5,  133,  000 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard _  2,  082,  000 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield _ _  3,  528,  000 


Colorado _  2,  122,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Carson _  1,  049,  000 

Fitzsimons  Army  Hospital _  937,  000 

Air  Force:  Peterson  Field,  Colorado  Springs _  136,  000 


Connecticut _  2,  966,  000 


Navy:  Naval  submarine  base,  New  London _  2,  966,  000 


Delaware _  2,  089,  000 


Air  Force:  Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover _  2,  089,  000 


District  of  Columbia _  2,  100,  000 


Army:  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center _  1,  920,  000 

Navy:  Naval  research  laboratory,  Washington _  180,  000 


Florida _  30,  142,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field _  7,  751,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville _  39,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West _  1,  456,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Mayport _  384,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola _  6,  225,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Saufley  Field -  39,  000 

Air  Force: 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso _  6,  784,  000 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead _  380,  000 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa _  936,  000 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa _  2,  962,  000 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City _  3,  186,  000 
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CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES— Continued 
Georgia _  $37,  508,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Benning _  1,  583,  000 

Atlanta  General  Depot _  595,  000 

Fort  Stewart _  3,  691,  000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Albany _  140,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Giynco _  293,  000 

Air  Force: 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta _  139,  000 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah _  994,  000 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta _  938,  000 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon _  20,  507,  000 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany _  8,  628,  000 


Idaho _ _ _  2,022,000 


Air  Force:  Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home.  2,  022,  000 


Illinois _  7,866,000  j 


Army: 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot _  765,  000 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot _  758,  000 

Navy: 

Electronics  supply  office,  Great  Lakes _  92,  000 

Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes _  5,  598,  000 

Air  Force:  Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville _  653,  000 


Indiana _  9,  584,  000 


Air  Force:  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru _  9,  584,  000 


Iowa _  248,  000 


Air  Force:  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City _  248,  000 


Kansas _  8,  873,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Leavenworth _  336,  000 

Fort  Riley _  2,  525,  000 

Air  Force: 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka _  1,  357,  000 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita _  763,  000 

Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina _  3,  892,  000 


Kentucky _  9,  322,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Campbell ... _  5,  1 1 7,  000 

Fort  Knox _  4,  205,  000 


Louisiana _  16,  468,  000 


Army:  Fort  Polk _  7,  734,  000 

Navy:  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia _  3,  653,  000 

Air  Force: 

England  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria _  1,  558,  000 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport _  3,  344,  000 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles _  179,  000 
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CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES— Continued 
Maine _  $36,  487,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick _  180,  000 

Naval  radio  station,  Washington  County _  13,  982,  000 

Air  Force: 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor _  14,  759,  000 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone _  7,  322,  000 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle _  244,  000 


Maryland _  16,  503,  000 


Army: 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground _  2,  288,  000 

Fort  Detrick _  627,  000 

Fort  George  G.  Meade _  2,  652,  000 

Fort  Ritchie _  820,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis _  1,  602,  000 

Naval  Engineering  Experiment  Station,  Annapolis _  618,  000 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock _ _  115,000 

Applied  Physics  Laboratory,  Howard  County _  1,  452,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Patuxent  River _  2,  209,  000 

John  H.  Towers  Field  (location  to  be  determined) _  3,  200,  000 

Air  Force:  Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs _  920,  000 


Massachusetts _  12,  863,  000 


Army:  Fort  Devens _  4,  859,  000 

Air  Force: 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford _  4,  029,  000 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth _  2,  074,  000 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls _  1,  901,  000 


Michigan _ . _  7,  141,  000 


Air  Force: 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Ste.  Marie _  429,  000 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette _  905,  000 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens _  2,  898,  000 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda _  2,  909,  000 


Minnesota _  4,  499,  000 


Air  Force:  Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth _  4,  499,  000 


Mississippi _  39,  133,  000 


Navy:  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Meridian _  15,  067,  000 

Air  Force: 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus _  2,  468,  000 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville _  19,  389,  000 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi _  2,  209,  000 


Missouri _  7,  702,  000 


Army:  Fort  Leonard  Wood _  4,  663,  000 

Air  Force: 

Aeronautical  Chart  and  Information  Center,  St.  Louis...  620,  000 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City _  2,  184,  000 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Knoboster _ _ _  235,  000 


Montana _  5,  566,  000 


Air  Force: 

Glasgow  site _ _ _  2,  048,  000 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls _  3,  518,  000 


60  CONSTRUCTION  FOR  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 

CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES— Continued 
Nebraska _  $7,  967,  000 


Army:  Sioux  Ordnance  Depot _  249,  000 

Air  Force- 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln _  37,  000 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha _  7,  681,  000 


Nevada _  6,  786,  000 


Navy:  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon _  4,  199,  000 

Air  Force: 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base _  206,  000 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas _  436,  000 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno _  1,  945,  000 


New  Hampshire _  5,  231,  000 


Army:  Cold  Regions  Laboratory _  2,  496,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Shipyard,  Portsmouth _  391,  000 

Air  Force:  Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth _  2,  344,  000 


New  Jersey _  799,  000 


Army:  Fort  Dix _  303,  000 

Air  Force:  McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown _  496,  000 


New  Mexico _  43,  068,  000 


Army:  White  Sands  Proving  Ground _  16,  530,  000 

Air  Force: 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis _  2,  119,  000 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo _  11,  869,  000 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell _  9,  697,  000 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque _  2,  823,  000 


New  York _  20.113,000 


Army: 

Brooklyn  Army  Base _  1,  169,  000 

United  States  Military  Academy _  1,  666,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn _  1,  784,  000 

Air  Force: 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome _  10,  659,  000 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead _  337,  000 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport _  974,  000 

Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburgh _  231,  000 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh _  2,  149,  000 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton _  1,  144,  000 


North  Carolina _  29,  427,  000 


Army:  Fort  Bragg _  1.  051,  000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point _  6,  503,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Edenton _  199,  000 

Naval  seaplane  facility,  Hertford _  5,  728,  000 

Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,  New  River,  Jacksonville _  132,  000 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune _  4,  256,  000 

Air  Force:  Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro _  11,  558,  000 


North  Dakota _  11,  270,  000 


Air  Force: 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks _  4,  466,  000 

Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot _  6,  804  000 
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CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES— Continued 
Ohio -  $4,  799,  000 


Air  Force: 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus _  2,  364,  000 

Wright-Patterson  AFB,  Dayton _  2,  077,  000 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown _  358,  000 


Oklahoma _  6,  035,  000 


Air  Force: 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus _  848,  000 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton _  536,  000 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City _  2,  674,  000 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid _  1,  977,  000 


Oregon _  5,  627,  000 


Air  Force: 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath _  1,  299,  000 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland _  4,  328,  000 


Pennsylvania _  5,  319,  000 


Army:  New  Cumberland  General  Depot _  464,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Air  Development  Center,  Johnsville _  39,  000 

Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office,  Mecha’riifcsburg _  155,  000 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia _  550,  000 

Air  Force: 

Olmstead  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown _  1,  673,  000 

Marietta  Air  Force  Station _  2,  438,  000 


Rhode  Island _  5,  591,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  communication  station,  Newport _  1,  397,  000 

Nayal  station,  Newport _  3,  312,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point _  882,  000 


South  Carolina _  13,  253,  000 


Army:  Charleston  Transportation  Corps  Depot _  306,  000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Beaufort _  2,  632,  000 

Naval  receiving  station,  Charleston _  1,  225,  000 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island _  3,  199,  000 

Air  Force: 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston _  2,  216,  000 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville _ 1,  287,  000 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle  Beach _  1,  204,  000 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter _  1,  184,  000 


South  Dakota _  2,  314,  000 


* 

Air  Force: 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City _  2,  258,  000 

Rushmore  Air  Force  Station,  Rapid  City _  56,  000 


Tennessee _ _  1,  034,  000 


Air  Force: 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville _  289,  000 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna _  745,  000 
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CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES— Continued 
Texas _  $49,  692,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Bliss _  7,  704,  000 

Fort  Hood _  2,  362,  000 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot _  95,  000 

Fort  Sam  Houston _ A _  675,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field _  566,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi _  140,  000 

Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Daingerfield _  2,  649,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville _  160,  000 

Air  Force: 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo _  4,  785,  000 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin _  1,  487,  000 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso _  5,  557,  000 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio _  952,  000 

Air  Force: 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth _  $2,  059,  000 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene _  100,  000 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria _  760,  000 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo _  489,  000 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Kileen _  34,  000 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen _  424,  000 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio _  899,  000 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio _  250,  000 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman _  460,  000 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio _  2,  858,  000 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock _  5,  909,  000 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls _  4,  200,  000 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring _  4,  118,  000 


Utah _  4,  000,  000 


Army:  Dugway  Proving  Ground _  54,  000 

Air  Force: 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden _  1,  911,  000 

Wendover  Air  Force  Base,  Wendover _  2,  035,  000 


Vermont _  594,  000 


Air  Force:  Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski _  594,  000 


Virginia _  41,  478,  000 


Army : 

Fort  Belvoir _  1,  654,  000 

Fort  Eustis _  3,  039,  000 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation _  153,  000 

Fort  Lee _ 6,229,000 

Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk _  5,  467,  000 

Naval  base,  Norfolk _  7,  808,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  communication  station,  Norfolk _  443,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Norfolk _  2,  998,  000 

Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk _  3,  244,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana _  6,  975,  000 

Marine  Corps  Schools,  Quantico _  2,  213,  000 

Air  Force:  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton _  1,  255,  000 


Washington _  54,  924,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Lewis _  1,  487,  000 

Seattle  Market  Center _  40,  000 
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CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES— Continued 

Washington — Continued 
Navy: 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Bangor _  $316,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton.. _  25,  438,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island _  9,  365,  000 

Air  Force: 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane _  1,  480,  000 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane _  1,  583,  000 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake _  13,  112,  000 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma _  2,  103,  000 


Wisconsin _  8,  932,  000 


Air  Force: 

Richard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasville _  7,  804,  000 

Truax  Field,  Madison _  1,  128,  000 


Various  locations  (Zone  of  Interior) _  65,  260,  000 


Army _  9,  522,  000 

Air  Force _  55,  738,  000 


Classified  (Zone  of  Interior) _  236,  104,  000 


Army _  125,  750,  000 

Navy _  45,  354,  000 

Air  Force _  65,  000,  000 

OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 
Alaska _  $14,  903,  000 


Army:  Alaska  general _  4,  143,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  communication  station,  Adak _  1,  053,  000 

Naval  station,  Adak _  2,  555,  000 

Air  Force: 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base _  430,  000 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base _  4,  742,  000 

Galena  Airfield _  350,  000 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base _  1,  630,  000 


Newfoundland _  2,  691,  000 


Navy:  Naval  station,  Argentia _  2,  691,  000 


'Canal  Zone _ _  1,  689,  000 


Army:  Fort  Gulick _  289,  000 

Air  Force:  Howard  Air  Force  Base _  1,  400,  000 


Cuba _  11,  522,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Gva  itanamo  Bay _  5,  730,  000 

Naval  station,  Quanta  iamo  Bay _  4,  699,  000 

Public  Works  Center,  Guantanamo  Bay _  1,  093,  000 


France _  20,  754,  000 


Army:  Various  locations _  20,  754,  000 


Guam _  1,  906,  000 


Navy: 

Commissary  store,  naval  station _  884,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Agana -  428,  000 

Naval  communication  station,  Finegayan -  594,  000 
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OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES— Continued 


Hawaii _  $16,  837,  000 

Army:  Tripler  Army  Hospital _  154,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Barbers  Point _  2,  088,  000 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay _  249,  000 

Headquarters,  Commander  in  Chief,  Pacific  and  Pacific 

Fleet,  Oahu _  332,  000 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu _  904,  000 

Naval  shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor _  6,  076,  000 

Naval  radio  station,  Wahiawa _  4,  392,  000 

Air  Force:  Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu _  2,  642,  000 

Japan _  795,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  activity  Sakata _  69,  000 

Naval  activity,  southern  Japan _  726,  000 

Korea _  9,  000,  000 

Army:  Various  locations _  9,  000,  000 

Kwajalein _  69,  000 

Navy:  Naval  station,  Kwajalein _  69,  000 

Mariana  Islands _  820,  000 

Air  Force:  Andersen  Air  Force  Base _  820,  000 

Midway _  69,  000 

Navy:  Naval  station,  Midway  Island _  69,  000 

Okinawa _  504,  000 

Navy:  Naval  air  facility,  Naha _  504,  000 

Philippines _  14,  920,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Cubi  Point. . 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay _ 

Naval  station,  Subic  Bay _ 

Naval  supply  depot,  Subic  Bay. 
Public  works  center,  Subic  Bay. 


149, 000 
3,  287,  000 
8,  993,  000  . 
2,  098,  OOOfl 

0* 


393,  000' 


Puerto  Rico 


19,  428,  000 


Army:  Fort  Buchanan _  273,  000 

Navy : 

Naval  air  station,  Roosevelt  Roads _  15,  182,  000 

Naval  station,  San  Juan _  190,  000 

Air  Force:  Ramey  Air  Force  Base _  3,  783,  000 


Various  locations,  overseas _  209,  740,  000 

Navy _  130,000 

Air  Force _  209,  610,  000 

Classified  locations,  overseas _  36,  989,  000 


Army 

Navy 


O 


17,  252,  000 
19,  737,  000 
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85th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Union  Calendar  No.  224 

H.  R.  8240 


[Report  No.  638] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  19, 1957 

Mi*.  Vinson  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services 

June  26, 1957 

Reported  with  an  amendment,  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


A  BILL 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations,  and 

for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I 

4  Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish 

5  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 

6  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per- 

7  manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara- 

8  tion,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equipment,  for  the  following 

9  projects : 

I 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


2 


Inside  the  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 
(Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  housing, 
$2,288,000. 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Alabama:  Utilities,  $2,015,- 

000. 

Jet  propulsion  laboratory,  California:  Utilities,  $130,- 

000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Supply  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $758,000. 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebraska:  Maintenance  facility, 
$249,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research  and 
development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $16,- 
530,000. 

(Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Operational  facility, 
land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $595,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $464,000. 

Fort  Lee,  Virginia:  Operational  facility,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  facility,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $6,229,000. 
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Seattle  Quartermaster  Market  Center,  Washington: 
Land  acquisition,  $40,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California :  Operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $110,000. 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas:  Operational  facility, 
and  land  acquisition,  $95,000. 

(Chemical  Corps) 

Fort  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $627,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing,  $54,- 

000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Troop  housing,  $1,936,000. 
(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Cold  regions  laboratory,  Hanover,  Hew  Hampshire :  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facility,  $2,496,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  training 
facility,  and  maintenance  facility,  $1,654,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Utilities,  $765,- 

000. 

( Transportation  Corps ) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Operational  facilities, 
$1,169,000. 

Charleston  TC  Depot,  South  Carolina:  Operational 


facilities,  $306,000. 
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Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  administrative  facility,  and  utilities,  $3,039,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  California:  Medical  facility, 
$602,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center,  Colorado:  Troop 
housing,  $937,000. 

Walter  Reed  Medical  Center,  Washington,  D.  C.:  Util¬ 
ities,  $1,920,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 
(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts :  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities,  $4,859,000. 

Fort  Dix,  New  Jersey:  Maintenance  facilities,  $303,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation,  Virginia:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $153,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,205,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Administrative  facil¬ 
ity,  troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  $2,652,000. 

Fort  Ritchie,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $820,000. 
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(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Operational  facilities,  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $1,583,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina  :  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $1,051,000. 

Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  ground  improvements,  and  utilities, 
$5,117,000. 

Fort  Rucker,  Alabama  :  Operational  facilities,  and  troop 
housing,  $5,703,000. 

Fort  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  $3,691,000. 

(Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  medical  facility, 
administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $7,704,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facility,  maintenance  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facility^,  and  utilities,  $2,362,000. 

Fort  Polk,  Louisiana:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $7,734,000. 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas;  Acquisition  of  land  and 


improvements,  $675,000. 
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(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Utilities,  $1,049,000. 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Utilities,  $336,000. 

Fort  Riley,  Kansas:  Operational  facility,  maintenance 
facility,  and  troop  housing,  $2,525,000. 

Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Missouri:  Troop  housing, 
$4,663,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facility, 
and  utilities,  $1,487,000. 

Fort  Ord,  California:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $5,231,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  West  Point,  New 
York:  Utilities,  $1,666,000. 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facility,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,056,000. 

(Tactical  Installations  Support  Facilities) 

Various  locations:  Operational  facility,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  facilities,  storage  facilities,  community 
facilities,  troop  housing,  family  housing,  and  utilities, 
$8,466,000. 
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(Outside  Continental  United  States) 
(Alaskan  Area) 

Alaska  general,  Eielson  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Greely, 
Ladd  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Kichardson,  and  tactical  instal¬ 
lations:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  family  housing,  and  utilities,  $4,143,000. 

(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Hawaii :  Medical  facilities, 
$154,000. 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 

Fort  Buchanan,  Puerto  Pico:  Community  facility,  and 
utilities,  $273,000. 

Fort  Gulick,  Canal  Zone:  Community  facility,  $289,000. 

(United  States  Army,  Europe) 

Various  locations:  Maintenance  facilities,  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  $20,754,000. 

(Army  Forces  Far  East) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facilities,  training  facil¬ 
ities,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $9,000,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  ac¬ 
quiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing 
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permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $143,002,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
purchase  out  of  appropriations  available  for  military  con¬ 
struction  family  housing  including  necessary  land  at,  or  near, 
military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents.  Not 
more  than  300  units  of  such  housing  may  be  purchased 
under  this  section.  Space  limitations  per  unit  will  be  in 
accordance  with  subsections  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section 
4774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  and  cost  limitations 
as  now  or  hereafter  established  for  military  housing  con¬ 
structed  with  appropriated  funds. 

Sec.  104.  (a)  Public  Law7  209,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)  ”  with  respect  to  Red  River  Arsenal, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$1,808,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,212,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
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amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$44,003,000”  and  “$133,671,000”  and 
inserting  in  place  thereof  “$44,407,000”  and  “$134,075,- 
000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  105.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Signal  Corps)”  with  respect  to  Department  of  the 
Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$2,360,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,137,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Military  Academy)  ”  with  respect  to  United  States  Military 
Academy,  New  York,  strike  out  “$9,950,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$11,983,000’'. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$129,096,000”  and  “$236,060,000” 
and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$131,906,000”  and  “$238,- 
870,000”,  respectively. 

H.  R.  8240 - 2 
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Sec.  106.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)  ” — 

U)  with  respect  to  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground, 
Maryland,  strike  out  “$1,736,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,039,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$212,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — with  respect  to  Port  Lee, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$8,589,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,874,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Chemical  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland, 
strike  out  “$452,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$525,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dugway  Proving  Ground, 
Utah,  strike  out  “$1,129,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,491,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Transportation  Corps)  ” — 
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(1)  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$1,055,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,240,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Eustis,  Virginia,  strike 
out  “$6,597,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,- 
072,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  (Med¬ 
ical  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medical  Center, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$549,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$876,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$333,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$669,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical 
Center,  District  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$3,557,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,472,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  (Sec¬ 
ond  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Fort  Holabird,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$612,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$800,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Third  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Camp  Jackson,  South 
Carolina,  strike  out  “$5,000,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$10,400,000”. 
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Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Fourth  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Fort  Hood,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$12,922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$14,283,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Fifth  Army  Area)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Carson,  Colorado,  strike 
out  “$7,487,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,621,- 
000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 
strike  out  “$8,615,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,893,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Camp  Lucas,  Michigan,  strike 
out  “$145,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$193,000”. 
Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project)  ” — with  respect 
to  various  installations,  strike  out  “$3,014,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,204,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “Alaskan  Area” — with  respect  to 
Wildwood  Station  (Kenai)  strike  out  “$469,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$559,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
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amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$225,277,000”,  “$74,984,000”,  and 
“$534,254,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$240,220,- 
000”,  “$75,074,000”,  and  “$549,287,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  107.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside  the  United 
States”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$88,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$136,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama, 
strike  out  “$6,159,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$8,593,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Atlanta  General  Depot,  strike 
out  “$832,000”  and  insert,  in  place  thereof  “$984,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort,  Worth  General  Depot, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$1,285,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,847,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Bliss,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$5,301,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,293,000”. 
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1  (2)  with  respect  to  Port  Sill,  Oklahoma,  strike  out 

2  “$4, 173,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,798,000”. 

3  (3)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 

4  strike  out  “$1,092,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

5  “$1,373,000”. 

6  (b)  Public  Law  968,  Eightj^-fourth  Congress,  as 

7  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  102,  “$200,- 

8  783,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$203,331,000”. 

9  (c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

10  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec- 

11  tion  402  the  amounts  “$86,916,000”,  “$200,783,000”,  and 

12  “$323,462,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,010,- 

13  000”,  “$203,331,000”,  and  “$334,104,000”,  respectively. 

14  TITLE  II 

15  Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish 

16  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 

17  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  perma- 

18  nent.  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 

19  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  for  the  following 

20  projects : 

21  Inside  the  United  States 

22  SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

23  Naval  Engineering  Experiment  Station,  Annapolis, 

24  Maryland:  Development  and  test  facilities,  $618,000, 
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1  Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Washington:  Drydock 

2  $25,438,000. 

3  Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities, 

4  $1,452,000. 

5  David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock,  Maryland: 

6  Utilities,  $115,000. 

7  Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California:  Facilities  for 

8  remedying  effects  of  ground  subsidence,  $4,660,000 

9  $ 1,500,000 . 

10  Naval  Submarine  Base,  New  London,  Connecticut: 

11  Waterfront  facilities,  $2,966,000. 

12  Naval  Shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $2,- 

13  998,000. 

Id  Naval  Shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Medical 
facilities,  $391,000. 

16  FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

17  Naval  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Troop  housing, 

18  $1,326,000. 

19  Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California:  Waterfront 

20  facilities,  $544,000. 

21  Naval  Station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Troop  housing, 

22  community  facilities  and  utilities,  $3,312,000. 

23  Naval  Base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities, 
2d  $7,808,000. 
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1  AVIATION  FACILITIES 

2  (Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

3  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Opera- 

4  tional  facilities,  $566,000. 

5  Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Operational 

6  facilities  (Optical  landing  system) ,  $140,000. 

7  Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco,  Georgia  :  Utilities,  $293,000. 

8  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  Texas :  Opera- 

9  tional  facilities,  (Optical  landing  system),  $160,000. 

10  Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Meridian,  Mississippi: 

11  Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $15,- 

12  067,000. 

13  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana: 
II  Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $3,653,000. 

15  Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Operational 

16  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,- 

17  225,000. 

18  Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Saufley  Field,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities,  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility), 

20  $39,000. 

21  (Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  Air  Station,  Alameda,  California:  Operational 

23  facilities,  (Guided  missile  support  facilities) ,  $185,000. 

24  Naval  Air  Station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Operational 

25  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $180,000. 
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Naval  Air  Station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$7,751,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Crows  Landing,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Operational  facilities,  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility) , 
$39,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Edenton,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  $199,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  messhall,  and  land  acquisition, 
$4,774,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,199,000. 

Naval  Seaplane  Facility,  Harvey  Point,  North  Carolina  : 
Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $5,728,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility) ,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  (Optical  landing  system),  $130,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lemoore,  California:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $30,594,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mayport,  Florida:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $384,000. 
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Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar,  California  :  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  $3,401,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $5,467,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  North  Island,  San  Diego,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $7,964,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,975,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Quonset  Point,  Rhode  Island:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  (aircraft  parking  areas) ,  $882,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  San  Clemente  Island, 
California:  Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $9,448,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,365,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Beaufort,  South 
Carolina:  Operational  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $2,632,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Caro¬ 
lina:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $6,503,000. 
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Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $3,620,000. 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mojave,  California : 
Land  acquisition,  $3,281,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $132,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  Air  Development  Center,  Johnsville,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania:  Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $2,209,000. 

Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugu,  California: 
Operational  facilities  (including  operational  facilities  on  San 
Nicolas  Island) ,  $3,479,000. 

Naval  Air  Facility,  John  H.  Towers  Field  (location 
to  be  determined)  :  Land  acquisition,  $3,200,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Electronics  Supply  Office,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois :  Admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $92,000. 

Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office,  Mechanicsburg,  Penn¬ 
sylvania:  Administrative  facilities,  $155,000. 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania :  Ad¬ 


ministrative  facilities,  $550,000. 
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MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $140,000. 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Barstow,  California : 
Maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  and  utilities,  $8,001,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  util¬ 
ities,  $4,256,000. 

Marine  Corps  Becruit  Depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $3,199,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California  :  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,469,000. 

Marine  Corps  Schools,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Community 
facilities,  development  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $2,213,000. 

Marine  Corps  Becruit  Depot,  San  Diego,  California: 
Training  facilities,  $116,000. 

Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twenty-Nine  Palms, 
California:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $2,331,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Bangor,  Washington:  Utili¬ 
ties,  $316,000. 
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Naval  Ordnance  Test  Station,  China  Lake,  California: 
Supply  facilities,  $114,000. 

Naval  Ordnance  Laboratory,  Corona,  California:  Re- 
search  and  development  facilities,  $494,000. 

Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Daingerfield,  Texas: 
Research  and  development  facilities,  $2,649,000. 

Appbed  Physics  Laboratory,  Howard  County,  Mary¬ 
land:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $1,452,000. 

Naval  Magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Maintenance 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $723,000. 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 
Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Dormitory 
foundations,  $1,602,000. 

Naval  Receiving  Station,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Troop  housing,  $1,225,000. 

Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training 
facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $5,598,000. 

Naval  Training  Center,  San  Diego,  California:  Training 
facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $5,375,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 
Naval  Communication  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  $443,000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island: 
Operational  facilities,  $1,397,000. 
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Naval  Communication  Station,  San  Diego,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  $100,000. 

Naval  Communication  Center,  Stockton,  California:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Washington  County,  Maine:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $13,982,000. 

OFFICE  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 
Naval  Research  Laboratory,  District  of  Columbia:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $180,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 
Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities,  $332,- 

000. 

Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $3,- 
244,000. 

Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center,  Port  Hueneme, 
California:  Supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 
$759,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  Shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Ha¬ 
waii:  Waterfront  facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $6,- 
076,000. 

Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 
Maintenance  facilities,  hospital  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,287,000, 
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1  Naval  Station,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 

2  Troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 

3  ground  improvements,  $8,993,000. 

4  FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

5  Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Hospital  facilities,  com- 

6  munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,005,000. 

7  Commander-in-Chief  Pacific,  Headquarters,  Pearl  Har- 

8  bor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Administration  facilities  and 

9  utilities,  $332,000. 

10  Naval  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities,  $4,- 

11  699,000. 

12  Naval  Station,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico:  Utilities,  $190,- 

13  000. 

14  AVIATION  FACILITIES 

15  Naval  Air  Station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Op- 

16  erational  facilities  (Guided  missile  support  facilities) ,  $428,- 

17  000.  ;; 

18  Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Family  housing  and 

19  community  facilities,  $1,793,000. 

20  Naval  Air  Station,  Barber’s  Point,  Oahu,  Territory  of 

21  Hawaii:  Operational  facilities  (Aircraft  parking  areas), 

22  $2,088,000. 

23  Naval  Air  Station,  Cubi  Point,  Luzon,  Philippine  Is- 

24  lands:  Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $149,000. 
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1  Naval  Air  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Operational 

2  facilities,  $5,730,000. 

3  Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Oahu,  Terri- 

4  tory  of  Hawaii:  Operational  facilities,  $249,000. 

5  Naval  Station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Operational 

6  facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  facilities),  $69,000. 

7  Naval  Station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 

8  Operational  facilities  (tactical  air  navigation  facility) , 

9  $69,000. 

10  Naval  Air  Facility,  Naha,  Okinawa:  Waterfront  facili- 

11  ties  at  White  Beach,  $504,000. 

12  Naval  Air  Station,  Boosevelt  Boads,  Puerto  Bico:  Oper- 

13  ational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili- 
II  ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $15,182,000. 

15  SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

16  Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Supply  facilities, 

17  $1,550,000. 

18  Naval  Station,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Communhy 

19  facilities,  $884,000. 

20  Naval  Supply  Depot,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine 

21  Islands:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,098,000 

22  ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

22  Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 

24  Maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 

25  $904,000. 
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COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Troop 
housing,  $1,053,000. 

Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Operational  facilities, 
and  troop  housing,  $898,000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Finegayan,  Guam,  Mari¬ 
ana  Islands :  Troop  housing,  $594,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Istanbul,  Turkey:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $130,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Sakata,  Japan:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $69,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  southern  Japan:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $726,000. 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Wahiawa,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Operation  facilities,  $4,392,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Public  Works  Center,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities, 
$1,093,000. 

Public  Works  Center,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands:  Maintenance  facilities,  $393,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  con¬ 
structing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent 
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or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site 
preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  in  the 
total  amount  of  $65,091,000. 

Sec.  203.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  beading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  “Various  locations”,  strike  out  “$4,500,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,460,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202,  “$86,- 
397,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,489,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of 
section  402  the  amounts  “$138,183,000”,  “$86,397,- 
000”,  and  “$256,875,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in 
place  thereof,  “$139,143,000”,  “$95,489,000”,  and 

“$266,927,000”. 

Sec.  204.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  beading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$225,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$369,000”;  with  respect  to  the  Marine  Corps  Air  Station, 
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El  Toro,  California,  strike  out  “$1,675, 000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,030,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Glenview,  Illinois,  strike  out  “$70,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$170,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out,  in  section  202,  “$63,- 
358,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$70,656,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$102,956,000”,  “$63,358,000”,  “$202,- 
807,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof  “$103,- 
555,000”,  “$70,656,000”,  and  “$210,704,000”. 

Sec.  205.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Repair  Facility,  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$629,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,099,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Orange,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$399,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$563,000”. 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Naval  Air  Training  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,686,- 
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1  000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,292,000”;  and  with 

2  respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia, 

3  Louisiana,  strike  out  “$24,361,000”  and  insert  in  place 

4  thereof  “$26,871,000”. 

5  (4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 

6  (Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 

7  Air  Station,  Alameda,  California,  strike  out  “$3,729,000” 

8  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,217,000”;  with  respect  to 

9  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Moffett  Field,  California,  strike  out 

10  “$2,581,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,355,000”; 

11  and  with  respect  to  the  Outlying  Field,  Whitehouse  Field, 

12  Duval  County,  Florida,  strike  out  “$1,087,000”  and  insert 

13  in  place  thereof  “$1,587,000”. 

H  (5)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
15  (Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
1®  Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey,  strike  out  “$16,311,- 
11  000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$17,911,000”. 

I8  (6)  Under  the  subheading  “ordnance  facilities”, 
1^  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory, 
Daingerfield,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,111,000”  and  insert  in 

21  place  thereof  “$1,751,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 

22  Ordnance  Test  Station,  Inyokern,  California,  strike  out 

23  “$375,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$475,000”. 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian 
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Head,  Maryland,  strike  out  “$780,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$879,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities” 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Kwajelein,  Marshall 
Islands,  strike  out  “$4,411,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$5,235,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “communication  facili¬ 
ties”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Eacility, 
Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco,  strike  out  “$2,848,600”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,198,600”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202  “$151,- 
342,400”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$152,763,400”. 

(d)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$299,512,600”,  “$107,191,300”, 
“$151,342,400”,  and  “$564,046,300”  and  inserting  re¬ 
spectively  in  place  thereof  “$308,463,600”,  “$108,365,300”, 
“$152,763,400”,  and  “$575,592,300”. 

Sec.  206.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside  the  United 
States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 
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(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities” 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  strike  out  “$148,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$191,000";  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Long 
Beach,  California,  strike  out  “$5,984,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$8,169,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California, 
strike  out  “$2,256,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,- 
623,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$2,844,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,340,000”. 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Miramar,  California,  strike  out  “$8,835,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,040,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugu,  California,  strike  out 
“$1,682,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,010,000”. 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$7,469,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$10,919,000”. 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “communications  facil- 
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ities”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Station, 
San  Francisco,  California,  strike  out  “$2,029,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$3,779,000”. 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facili¬ 
ties”,  with  respect  to  the  Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$443,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$500,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 

amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  ttie  United  States” 
in  section  201,  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Atsugi,  Japan,  strike 
out  “$1,961,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,337,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  section  203,  “$84,043,000”  and 
inserting  in  place  thereof  “$85,939,000”. 

(d)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 

amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  402  the 
amounts  “$292,572,000”,  “$61,625,000”,  “$84,043,000”, 
and  “$438,240,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place 
thereof  “$303,453,000”,  “$62,001,000”,  “$85,939,000”, 
and  “$451,393,000”. 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  estab¬ 
lish  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquir- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


32 


ing,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  projects: 

Inside  the  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,499,000. 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $594,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $1,583,000. 

Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow,  Montana:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $2,048,000. 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks,  North 
Dakota:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $4,466,000. 
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Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,184,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $614,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan: 
Family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $429,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$905,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore¬ 
gon:  Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 

$1,299,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,103,000. 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Supply 
facilities  and  community  facilities,  $289,000. 

Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  North  Dakota:  Opera- 
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tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $6,804,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New 
York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $974,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Troop 
housing,  family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,074,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  California:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,082,000. 

Peterson  Field,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado:  Land  ac- 
quisition,  $136,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,328,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine: 
Community  facilities,  $244,000. 

Bichard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasville,  Wisconsin: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $7,804,000. 
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Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,898,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities  and  supply  facilities,  $248,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvement,  $2,149,000. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton  Beach, 
New  York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,144,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin :  Community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real 
estate  improvements,  $1,128,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,186,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,909,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio: 
Community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$358,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


36 


maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  liospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $48,178,000. 

AIR  MATERIAL  COMMAND 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing,  $405,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne,  New  York:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $10,659,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,911,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$899,000. 

Marietta  Air  Force  Station,  Marietta,  Pennsylvania: 
Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,438,000. 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $5,133,000. 
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Olmsted  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,673,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $20,507,000. 

Rushmore  Air  Force  Station,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Community  facilities,  $56,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,674,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 
and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$2,077,000. 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Research 
development,  and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $6,784,000. 

AIR  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test 
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facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $1,987,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  New  Mexico: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 
and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $11,869,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base,  Indian  Springs,  Nevada: 
Community  facilities,  $206,000. 

Ivirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,823,000. 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $4,029,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,962,000. 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $4,785,000. 
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Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,193,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$489,000. 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $424,000. 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,209,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,110,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land 
acquisition,  $8,249,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita.,  Kansas:  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $763,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $938,000. 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Community 


facilities,  $436,000. 
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Perrin  Air  Porce  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Bandolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,858,000. 

Beese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$5,909,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $653,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base  ,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$4,200,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Beno,  Nevada:  Troop  housing, 
and  community  facilities,  $1,945,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,977,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,118,000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Mainte- 
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nance  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$865,000. 

AIR  UNIVERSITY 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama  :  Land 
acquisition,  $50,000. 

continental  air  command 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Medical 
facilities,  $952,000. 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $139,000. 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$337,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Aeronautical  chart  and  information  center,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri:  Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $620,000. 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $920,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,216,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,089,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey: 
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1  Maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 

2  and  land  acquisition,  $496,000. 

3  STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

4  Altus  Air  Eorce  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Operational 

5  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community 

6  facilities,  $848,000. 

7  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana: 

8  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 

9  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facilities, 

10  $3,344,000. 

11  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Opera- 

12  tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 

13  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
Id  ground  improvements,  $9,680,000. 

15  Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Operational 
15  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  supply 
11  facilities,  $1,487,000. 

ly  Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Operational 
10  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 

20  $5,557,000. 

21  Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas: 

22  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 

23  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 

24  land  acquisition,  $11,510,000. 

25  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Opera- 
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tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply- 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $9,584,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,059,000. 

Castle  Air  F orce  Base,  Merced,  California :  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,976,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $536,000. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,468,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona :  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,411,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $14,759,000. 
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Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  $100,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $2,258,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  $1,480,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $1,357,000. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas :  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $34,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $19,389,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida  :  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $380,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Georgia:  Troop 
housing  and  community  facilities,  $994,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana: 
Real  estate  improvements,  $179,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $13,112,000. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio,  Texas :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  $250,000. 
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Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Land 
acquisition,  $37,000. 

Lockboume  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,364,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $7,322,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $936,000. 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,518,000. 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  troop  bousing,  $2,347,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home, 
Idaho :  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,022,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $7,681,000. 

Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburgh,  New  York: 
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Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$231,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Porce  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,344,000. 

Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,892,000. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  communitv  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im- 
provements,  $3,528,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,628,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell,  New  Mexico:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $9,697,000. 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachu¬ 
setts:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,901,000. 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Oper- 
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ational  and  training  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$235,000. 

TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $2,149,000. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greene ville,  South  Carolina: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $1,287,000. 

England  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana:  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,- 
558,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $760,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Supply 
facilities,  and  communitiy  facilities,  $2,478,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia  :  Supply 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,255,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Carolina  :  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$1,204,000. 
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Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee :  Community 
facilities,  $745,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North 
Carolina:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $11,558,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina  :  Troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities,  $1,184,000. 

Wendover  Air  Force  Base,  Wendover,  Utah:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,035,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$229,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $7,331,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  $430,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training 
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facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$4,742,000. 

Galena  Airfield:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$350,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Community  facilities,  $1,630,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $11,500,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $1,366,000. 

CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Howard  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  $1,400,000. 

FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,642,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$12,738,000. 
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MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $15,006,000. 

STATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Andersen  Air  Force  Base,  Guam:  Community  facilities, 
$820,000. 

Barney  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Bico:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition,  $3,783,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$59,613,000. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 

Various  locations :  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  suppfy  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $39,217,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 


$170,000. 
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AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$70,000,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  establish 
or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by 
acquiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  in¬ 
stalling  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land 
acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and 
equipment  in  the  total  amount  of  $65,000,000. 

Sec.  303.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — with 
respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan  Station,  Pescadero,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$224,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$584,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command”— 
with  respect  to  Clinton-Sherman  Airport,  Clinton,  Okla¬ 
homa,  strike  out  “$11,393,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
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“$12,686,000”;  and  strike  out  “$1,463,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,756,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  com¬ 
mand” — with  respect  to  Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hemp¬ 
stead,  Hew  York,  strike  out  “$729,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$929,000”;  and  strike  out  “$686,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$886,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$27,478,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$29,442,000”;  and  strike  out  “$16,192,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$18,156,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  so  much  as  reads  “$406,120,000”  and  “$415,- 
949,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$409,937,000”  and 
“$419,766,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  304.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$1,716,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,717,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  site,  North  Da- 
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kota,  strike  out  “$7,709,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,220,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,029,000  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,195,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Minot  site,  North  Dakota,  strike 
out  “$6,603,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,268,- 
000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Ox¬ 
nard,  California,  strike  out  “$2,445,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,935,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Selfridge  Air  Force  Base, 
Mount  Clemens,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$5,526,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,445,000” ; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Youngstown  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$742,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$893,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma, 
Arizona,  strike  out  “$2,107,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,676,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brookley  Air  Force  Base, 
Mobile,  Alabama,  strike  out  “$4,170,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,728,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne, 
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New  York,  strike  out  “$15,803,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$16,654,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force  Base, 
Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$9,522,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,970,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force 
Base,  Dayton,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$12,001,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$14,508,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base, 
Houston,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,438,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,876,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base, 
San  Angelo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$4,081,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,088,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Greenville  Air  Force  Base, 
Greenville,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$500,000  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$545,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Harlingen  Air  Force  Base, 
Harlingen,  Texas,  strike  out  “$446,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$529,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  James  Connally  Air  Force 
Base,  Waco,  Texas,  strike  out  “$883,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,129,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Mather  Air  Force  Base, 
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Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$1,516,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,998,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lub¬ 
bock,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,076,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,304,000”; 

(8)  With  respect  to  Williams  Air  Eorce  Base, 
Chandler,  Arizona,  strike  out  “$1,215,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,556,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “headquarters  command”— 
with  respect  to  Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$520,000”  and  insert  hi  place 
thereof  “$825,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — with  respect  to  Indian  Springs  Air  Force 
Base  (Kirtland  Auxiliary  Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada, 
strike  out  “$555,500”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$624,- 
500”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas,  strike  out  “$5,929,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,363,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor, 
Maine,  strike  out  “$11,155,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$12,218,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fair- 
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field,  California,  strike  out  “$9, 769,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$11,473,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Bos¬ 
well,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$6,657,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$8,324,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “tactical  air  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Alexandria  Air  Force  Base, 
Alexandria,  Louisiana,  strike  out  “$2,684,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,527,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base, 
Peru,  Indiana,  strike  out  “$559,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$611,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  George  Air  Force  Base,  Victor¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$1,598,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,905,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses 
Lake,  Washington,  strike  out  “$4,724,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,197,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Sewart  Air  Force  Base, 
Smyrna,  Tennessee,  strike  out  “$3,589,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,010,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 
Under  the  subheading  “alaskan  air  command” — 
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with  respect  to  Galena  Airfield,  strike  out  “$518, 000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$735,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “akea  control  navigational 
aids” — with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$526,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,394,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$801,256,000”,  “$532,454,000”, 
and  “$1,339,060,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$824,- 
300,000”,  “$533,539,000”,  and  “$1,363,189,000”,  re¬ 
spectively. 

Sec.  305.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Duluth  Municipal  Airport, 
Duluth,  Minnesota,  strike  out  “$863,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,469,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$2,827,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,079,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glas¬ 
gow,  Montana,  strike  out  “$2,470,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,080,000”  * 

(4)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base, 
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Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$18,969,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$30,521,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Grandview  Air  Force  Base, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri,  strike  out  “$1,673,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$1,781,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,156,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,336,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon,  strike  out  “$1,130,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,560,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot, 
North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$21,215,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$27,035,000”; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York,  strike  out  “$3,030,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,409,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base, 
Camarillo,  California,  strike  out  “$2,392,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,779,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport, 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  strike  out  “$2,288,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$2,900,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wis- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

n 

l 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


59 


consin,  strike  out  “$4,876,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$8,726,000”; 

(13)  with  respect  to  Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base, 
Oscoda,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$3,278,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,808,000”; 

(14)  with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out 
“$2 1,510,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,201,000”. 
Under  the  subheading  “aie  materiel  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$17,966,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,005,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Searsport  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Searsport,  Maine,  strike  out  “$473,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$745,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Tacoma  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Tacoma,  Washington,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$251,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$5,990,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$,7,763,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “aie  training  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Amarillo  Air  Force  Base, 
Amarillo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$17,121,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$26,471,000”; 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


60 


(2)  with  respect  to  Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma, 
Alabama,  strike  out  “$18,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  Force  Base, 
Wichita  Falls,  Texas,  strike  out  “$24,433,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$33,858,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno, 
Nevada,  strike  out  “$2,221,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,063,000”  ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid, 
Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$977,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,064,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “aie  univeesity” — with  respect 
to  Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama,  strike 
out  “$215,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$311,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  aie  com¬ 
mand” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marys¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$13,395,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$15,993,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Mari¬ 
etta,  Georgia,  strike  out  “$345,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof,  “$500,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “eeseaech  and  development 
command” — 
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(1)  with  respect  to  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field, 
Bedford,  Massachusetts,  strike  out  “$6,939,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,530,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$5,488,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$7,220,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,190,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced, 
California,  strike  out  “$2,179,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,643,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Columbus  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$14,518,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$15,322,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base, 
Rapid  City,  South  Dakota,  strike  out  “$943,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,075,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Homestead  Air  Force  Base, 
Homestead,  Florida,  strike  out  “$1,694,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,966,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$4,952,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,880,000”; 
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(7)  with  respect  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base, 
Great  Falls,  Montana,  strike  out  “$1,236,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,586,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Mountain  Home  Air  Force 
Base,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho,  strike  out  “$2,064,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,607,000” ; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha, 
Nebraska,  strike  out  “$5,697,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$6,155,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base, 
Plattsburgh,  New  York,  strike  out  “$1,491,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,027,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base, 
Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire,  strike  out  “$661,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$720,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base, 
Boswell,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$2,791,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,181,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “tactical  aik  command”— 
with  respect  to  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  strike  out  “$2,613,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,785,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United 
States”  as  follows : 
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1  Under  the  subheading  “noetheast  aie  comm  and” — 

2  with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$75,650,000” 

3  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$94,197,000”. 

4  (c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress  is 

5  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  402  the 

6  amounts  “$742,873,000”,  “$405,061,000”,  and  “$1,360,- 

7  934,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$811,342,000”, 

8  “$423,608,000”,  and  “$1,447,950,000”,  respectively. 

9  Sec.  306.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  302  of  the  Act 

10  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1012),  is  amended  to 

11  read  as  follows: 

12  “(b)  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  proceed- 

13  ing  with  construction  made  necessary  by  changes  in  Air 

14  Force  missions,  new  weapons  developments,  new  and  un- 

15  foreseen  research  and  development  requirements,  or  im- 
lb  proved  production  schedules,  if  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
11  determines  that  deferral  of  such  construction  for  inclusion 

18  in  the  next  military  construction  authorization  Act  would 

19  be  inconsistent  with  interests  of  national  security,  and  in 

20  connection  therewith  to  acquire,  construct,  convert,  rehabili- 

21  tate,  or  install  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  include 

22  ing  land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  util- 

23  ities,  and  equipment,  in  the  total  amount  of  $50,000,000: 

24  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  or  his  desig- 

25  nee,  shall  notify  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
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Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  immediately  upon 
reaching  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost  of  con¬ 
struction  of  any  public  work  undertaken  under  this  subsec¬ 
tion,  including  those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto.” 

TITLE  IV 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  401.  The  Secretary  of  each  military  department 
may  proceed  to  establish  or  develop  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties  under  this  Act  without  regard  to  sections  3648  and 
3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  sections 
4774  (d)  and  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 
The  authority  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improve¬ 
ments  on  land  includes  authority  for  surveys,  administration, 
overhead,  planning  and  supervision  incident  to  construction. 
That  authority  may  be  exercised  before  title  to  the  land  is 
approved  under  section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  and  even  though  the  land  is  held  temporarily. 
The  authority  to  acquire  real  estate  or  land  includes  au¬ 
thority  to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire  land,  and  interests 
in  land  (including  temporary  use),  by  gift,  purchase,  ex¬ 
change  of  Government-owned  land,  or  otherwise. 

Sec.  402.  There  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  but 
appropriations  for  public  works  projects  authorized  by  titles 
I,  II,  and  III  shall  not  exceed — 
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(1)  for  title  I:  Inside  the  United  States,  $120,- 
099,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $34,613,000;  sec¬ 
tion  102,  $143,002,000;  or  a  total  of  $297,714,000; 

(2)  for  title  II:  Inside  the  United  States,  $260,- 
377,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $65,627,000;  sec¬ 
tion  202,  $65,091,000;  or  a  total  of  $391,095,000;  and 

(3)  for  title  III:  Inside  the  United  States,  $437,- 
357,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $225,407,000;  sec¬ 
tion  302,  $65,000,000;  or  a  total  of  $727,764,000. 
Sec.  403.  Any  of  the  amounts  named  in  title  I,  II,  or 

III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned,  be  increased  by  5  per  centum  for  projects  inside  the 
United  States  and  by  10  per  centum  for  projects  outside 
the  United  States.  However,  the  total  cost  of  all  projects 
in  each  such  title  may  not  be  more  than  the  total  amount 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  projects  in  that  title. 

Sec.  404.  Whenever — 

(1)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with 
section  2313  (b)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  for 
contracts  made  under  this  Act  for  the  establishment 
or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities  in 
foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out 
of  this  Act ;  and 

(2)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller 
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General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  ade¬ 
quately  auditing  those  contracts; 
the  President  may  exempt  those  contracts  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  that  section. 

Sec.  405.  Contracts  made  by  the  United  States  under 
this  Act  shall  be  awarded,  insofar  as  practicable,  on  a  com¬ 
petitive  basis  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder,  if  the 
national  security  will  not  be  impaired  and  the  award  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  chapter  137  of  title  10,  United  States  Code 
and  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  9,  1955  (69  Stat.  547, 
551).  The  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments  shall 
report  semiannually  to  the  Armed  Services  Committees  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  with  respect  to 
all  contracts  awarded  on  other  than  a  competitive  basis  to 
the  lowest  responsible  bidder. 

Sec.  406.  As  of  July  1,  1958,  all  authorizations  for 
military  public  works  to  be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary 
of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities, 
and  all  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor,  that  are 
contained  in  Acts  approved  before  July  28,  1954,  and 
not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later  authoriza¬ 
tion  are  repealed,  except — 

( 1 )  authorizations  for  public  works  and  for  appro- 
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priations  therefor  that  are  set  forth  in  those  Acts  in  the 
titles  that  contain  the  general  provisions ; 

(2)  the  authorization  for  public  works  projects  as 
to  which  appropriated  funds  have  been  obligated  for 
construction  contracts  in  whole  or  in  part  before  July 
1,  1958,  and  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor; 

(3)  the  authorization  for  the  rental  guaranty  for 
family  housing  in  the  amount  of  $100,000,000  that  is 
contained  in  section  302  of  Public  Law  534,  Eighty- 
second  Congress; 

(4)  the  authorizations  for  public  works  and  the 
appropriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  sections 
2231-2238  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  as  amended 
(50  U.  S.C.  882,  883,  885,  886)  ; 

(5)  the  authorization  for  the  development  of  the 
Line  of  Communications,  France,  in  the  amount  of 
$60,000,000  that  is  contained  in  title  I,  section  102,  of 
Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress; 

(6)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  410 
of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1016), 
the  authorization  for  (a)  development  of  classified  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,439,000  that  is  contained  in 
title  I,  section  102,  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951 
(65  Stat.  336,  343),  and  (b)  development  of  classified 
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facilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,654,000  that  is  contained 
in  title  I,  section  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952 
(66  Stat.  606,  609)  ;  and 

(7)  the  authorization  for  public  works  and  for  the 
appropriations  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  Act 
of  April  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  47) ,  as  amended. 

Sec.  407.  Section  515  of  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (69 
Stat.  324,  352),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1957,  1958,  and 
1959,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
respectively,  are  authorized  to  lease  housing  facilities  at  or 
near  military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents,  if  any, 
without  rental  charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  or  his  designee,  that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate 
housing  facilities  at  or  near  such  military  tactical  installa¬ 
tions.  Such  housing  facilities  shall  be  leased  on  a  family  or 
individual  unit  basis  and  not  more  than  five  thousand  of  such 
units  may  be  so  leased  at  any  one  time.  Expenditures  for 
the  rental  of  such  housing  facilities  may  be  made  out  of  ap¬ 
propriations  available  for  maintenance  and  operation  but 
may  not  exceed  $150  a  month  for  any  such  unit.” 

Sec.  408.  (a)  Family  quarters  to  be  constructed  imder 
the  authority  of  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  the  Act  of  Septem- 
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ber  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119) ,  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor 
area  limitations  respectively  prescribed  in  sections  4774, 
7574,  and  9774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 

(b)  Section  404  of  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68 
Stat.  1119,  1125) ,  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  409.  Title  10,  United  States  Code,  is  amended  as 
follows : 

(a)  Section  4774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Army  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(b)  Section  7574  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“  (d)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members 
of  the  Navy  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(c)  Section  9774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Air  Force  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net 
floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less,” 
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Sec.  410.  Tlie  second  paragraph  of  section  407  of  the 
Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119,  1125),  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  from  appropriations  otherwise  available 
for  the  payment  of  quarters  allowances  for  military  per¬ 
sonnel  and  from  appropriate  allotments  or  rental  charges 
for  civilian  personnel,  amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allow¬ 
ances  or  allotments  otherwise  payable  to  or  the  rental 
charges  collected  from  personnel  occupying  any  housing 
constructed  or  acquired  under  authority  of  this  section  after 
deducting  amounts  chargeable  for  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  such  housing:  Provided,  That  such  payments 
shall  not  exceed  the  dollar  equivalent  of  the  value  of  the 
foreign  currencies  used  for  all  such  construction  or 
acquisition.” 

Sec.  411.  Prior  to  the  termination  of,  or  reduction  in 
the  operations  of,  any  commercial  or  industrial-type  activity 
being  conducted  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  within 
any  of  the  forty-eight  States  or  the  District  of  Columbia 
(other  than  a  nonappropriated  fund  activity) ,  where  such 
termination  or  reduction  is  for  the  purpose  of  having  the 
supplies  or  services  furnished  by  such  activity  furnished  by 
other  than  civilian  employees  of  the  United  States,  and 
where  such  activity  has  been  conducted  for  five  or  more 
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years  and  requires  the  services  of  ten  or  more  civilian  em¬ 
ployees,  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  file  with  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  a  report  setting  forth  the  details  of  the  proposed 
termination  or  reduction.  Such  proposed  termination  or 
reduction  shall  not  take  effect  until  the  expiration  of  sixty 
days  of  continuous  session  of  the  Congress  following  the 
filing  of  such  report,  and  shall  not  then  take  effect  if,  during 
such  sixty  days  either  House  of  the  Congress  has  adopted 
a  resolution  which,  in  effect,  disapproves  the  proposed 
termination  or  reduction  described  in  such  report.  Por  the 
purposes  of  this  section,  continuity  of  session  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  broken  only  by  adjournment  sine  die;  but  in  the 
computation  of  the  sixty-day  period  there  shall  he  excluded 
the  days  on  which  either  House  is  not  in  session  because  of 
an  adjournment  of  more  than  three  days  to  a  day  certain. 

Sec.  412.  The  authority  granted  by  section  2304  (a) 

( 1 ) ,  title  10,  United  States  Code,  shall  not  be  exercised 
during  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on 
December  16,  1950,  except  with  respect  to — 

( 1 )  purchases  or  contracts  the  aggregate  amount  of 
which  does  not  involve  more  than  $2,500; 

(2)  purchases  or  contracts  for  nonperishable  sub¬ 
sistence  supplies; 

(3)  purchases  or  contracts  for  property  or  services 
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for  experimental,  developmental,  or  research  work,  or 
making  or  furnishing  property  for  experiment,  test, 
development,  or  research,  not  exceeding  $100,000. 

(4)  when  in  furtherance  of  small  business,  labor 
surplus  area,  or  ma  jor  disaster  area  programs,  the  agency 
head  determines  that  supplies  or  services  are  to  be  pro¬ 
cured  from  small  business  concerns,  from  concerns  which 
will  perform  the  contracts  substantially  within  labor 
surplus  areas  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor, 
or  from  concerns  which  will  perform  the  contracts  sub¬ 
stantially  within  areas  of  major  disaster. 

Sec.  413.  Any  outstanding  authority  heretofore  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119) ,  the 
Act  of  July  15,  1955  (69  Stat.  324) ,  and  the  Act  of  August 
3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991)  for  the  provision  of  family  housing 
shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  family  housing  at 
any  installations  for  which  family  housing  is  authorized  to 
be  constructed  under  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  414.  Section  9  of  the  Air  Force  Academy  Act,  as 
amended  (68  Stat.  49),  is  further  amended  by  striking  out 
in  the  first  sentence  the  figure  “$126,000,000”  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  place  thereof  the  figure  “$147,341,000”, 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  agreed  to  bill  to  delete  certain  peanut  picker  statistical 

reports.  Senate  received  nomination  of  Paarlberg  to  be  Assistant  Secretary. 
Conferees  agreed  to  file  report  on  billvto  extend  Public  Law  480.  House  Rules 
Committee  cleared  bill  to  extend  Reorganisation  Act. 

/ 


1.  SURPLUS  DISPOSAL;  FOREIGN  T 
port  on  S.  1314,  to  exten 
of  1954  (Public  Law  480 


—HOUSE,™ 


The  conferees  agreed  to 


file  a  conference  re- 


Agricultural  Trade 
D611 


evelopment  and  Assistance  Act 


2,  ORGANIZATION.  The  Rul4s  Committee  reported  a  resolutiori\for  consideration  of 
H.R.  8364,  to  amend  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949  so  as '"to  make  the  Act 
applicable  to  reorganization  plans  transmitted  to  Congress \at  any  time  before 
June  1,  1959.  p;  9693 


3.  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION.  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  considera¬ 
tion  of  H.R.  8240,  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations, 
including  a  provision  for  the  use  of  foreign  currencies  acquired  under  Public 
Law  430  for  the  construction  of  military  family  housing  units  in  foreign 
countries,  p.  9693 

DEFENSE.  The  Armed  Services  Committee  ordered  reported  H.R.  7576, 
e  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950  so  as  to  provide  for  contributions 
States  for  certain  civil  defense  purposes,  p.  D610 


\ 


2 


5.  ELECTRIFICATION.  A  subcommittee  of  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee 


\ 


recommended  to  the  full  Committee  that  H.R.  5,  to  authorize  the  construction 


9. 


of  the  Hells  Canyon  Dam,  not  be  reported,  p.  D610 


6.  CCC  GRAIN.  The  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  Committee  considered  and  tabled 
H.R.  6959,  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  cooperate  with 
Federal  and  non-Federal  agencies  in  the  augmentation  of  natural  food  supplies 
for  migratory  waterfowl  by  requisitioning  grain  from  CCC  for  supplying  such 


agencies  to  feed  such  waterfowl,  p.  D611 


\ 


/ 


7.  PUBLIC  RECORDS.  The  Judiciary  Committee  ordered  reported  with  amendment  H.R. 
7915,  to  require  the  consent  of  the  Attorney  General  to  produce  certain  public 
records  in  any  civil  or  criminal  proceeding,  p.  D610 


8.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Rep.  McGovern  criticized  certain  statements  made  by  Rep.  Berry 
concerning  responsibility  for  the  level  of  price  supports  for  agricultural 
commodities,  p.  9679 


/ 


ACCOUNTING.  Passed  with  amendment  S.  1799,  to  facilitate  the  payment  of  Govern¬ 
ment  checks,  after  substituting  the  language  of  a  similar  bill,  H.R.  8195, 
which  passed  the  House  on  July  1.  p.  9680 


10.  FOREIGN  AID.  Received  from  the  Director  of  ICA  an  interim  report  on  major 
changes  in  the  mutual  security  program  as  required  by  Public  Law  665,  85th 
Congress,  p.  9693 


\ 


11.  ADJOURNED  until  Fri. ,  July  5.  No  business  is  to  be  transacted  on  Fri.  and  the 
House  will  adjourn  over  to  Mon.,  July  8.  pp.  9680,  9693 

a 

SENATE 


\ 


12.  PEANUTS.  Agreed  to  the  House  amendment  to  S.  ^09,  to  delete  certain  reports 

from  persons  owning  or  operating  peanut  picking  or  threshing  machines.  (p.  9764) 


This  bill  will  now  be  sent' to  the  President. 


13.  NOMINATIONS.  Received  the  nomination  of  Don  Paarlberg  to  be  Assistant  Secretary 


of  Agriculture  for  Marketing  and  Foreign  Agriculture,  p.  9771 

/  \ 

14.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Passed  with  amendments  H.R.  7665,  the  Defense  Department 
appropriation  bill  for  1958.  Conferees  were  appointed,  pp.  9709,  9733-64 

/  \ 

RECLAMATION.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  with  amend¬ 
ments  S.  977,  to  suspend  and  modify  the  application  of  the  excess  land  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  to  lands  in  the  East  Bench  unit, 
Missouri  River  Basin  project  (S.  Rept.  574).  p.  9698 


c 


15. 


16. 


PERSONNEL.  Sen.  Morton  urged  enactment  of  S.  2317,  to  establish  a  commission  to 
study  the  compensation  of  Federal  employees,  pointing  to  the  value  o£\the 
Cordiner  Committee's  report,  p.  9701 


/ 


17.  WHEAT;  SOIL  BANK.  Sen.  Neuberger  expressed  his  misgivings  about  the  soil  bank 
program,  urged  a  two  price  plan  for  wheat  instead,  and  inserted  an  article  \ 
"Soil  Bank  Proves  Costly  in  Wheat."  pp.  9770-1  ^ 


85th  Congkess 
1st  Session 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 


Retort 
No.  680 


CONSIDERATION  OF  H.  R.  8240 


July  2,  1957. — Referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Bolling,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  Res.  309] 

The  Committee  on  Rules,  having  had  under  consideration  House 
Resolution  309,  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  the  resolution  do  pass. 
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85th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


House  Calendar  No.  86 

H.  RES.  309 

[Report  No.  680] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

J uly  2, 1957 

Mr.  Bolling,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following  resolution ; 
which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution 

2  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 

3  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 

4  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  8240)  to 

5  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations,  and 

6  for  other  purposes,  and  all  points  of  order  against  said  bill 

7  are  hereby  waived,  except  that  it  shall  be  in  order  to  make 

8  a  point  of  order  against  section  411.  After  general  debate, 

9  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  hill  and  continue  not  to  exceed 

10  two  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chair- 

11  man  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 

12  Armed  Sendees,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under 

V 


2 


1  the  five-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  considera- 

2  tion  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 

3  report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 

4  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  con- 

5  sidered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to 

6  final  passage  without  intervening  motion  except  one  motion 

7  to  recommit. 
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20.  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION.  Concluded  general  debate  on  H.R.  8240,  to  authorize 

certain  construction  at  military  installations,  including  a  provision  for  the 
use  of  foreign  currencies  acquired  under  Public  Law  480  for  the  construction 
of  military  family  housing  units  in  foreign  countries,  pp.  9925-50 


21. 


23. 


FARM  PROGRAM.  Rep.  Berry  defended  his  farm  views  against  recent  criticism  by 
Rep.  McGovern,  and  expressed  his  support  for  continuation  of  price  supports 
for  basic  commodities  at  90  percent  of  parity,  pp.  9951-52 

APPROPRIATIONS.  At  the  request  of  Rep.  Whitten  the  conference  report  on  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill  (H.R.  7441),  which  was  printed  in  the  July  5 
Congressional  Record,  was  reprinted  to  correct  the  omission  of  a  few  lines  of 
the  terminology  in  the  July  5  print,  (pp.  9922-23)  Material  in  Digest  117, 
July  5,  relating  to  the  conference  report,  is  correct  as  printed. 

Conferees  were  appointed  on  H.R.  7665,  the  Defense  Department  appro¬ 
priation  bill  for  1958.  (p.  9951)  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  July  2. 

\  / 

LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Rep.  Albert  announced  that  the  conference  report  on 
H.R.  7441,  thV  agricultural  appropriation  bill  for  1958  will  be  considered 
today,  July  9.  p.  9951 


ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 


24. 


25. 


\ 


26. 


27. 


28. 


29. 


WATER  PROGRAM.  Sen.  Johnson  stated  that  the  recent  series  of  disastrous  floods 
has  pointed  out  the  need  for  a  long-range  water  program  and  inserted  an 
editorial,  ,:Nation*  s  Growing  Water  Problem."  pp.  A5368-9 

\ 

FOREIGN  AID.  Sen.  Humphrey  inserted  an  article  commenting  on  foreign  aid 
programs  and  stating  that  “our  money  is  not  going  to  save  us,  or  the  world, 
or  the  peace.”  p.  A5370 

Sen.  Morse  inserted  an  article  on  foreign  aid  which'  states  that  "in  the 
current  national  debate,  no  one  has  asked  the- ■'basic  question  of  foreign  aid: 
Has  it,  on  balance,  improved  the^phawt^S  of  world  peace?”  pp.  A5396-7 

''  /\ 

FARM  PROGRAM.  Sen.  Johnson  inserted  an  editorial,  "Conserve  Industry,”  and 
stated  "this  newspaper. .. appealed  to  its  readers  to  place  on  the  agricultural 
industry  the  value  it  deserves."  p.  A5373 


EDUCATION.  Sen.  Fulbright  inserted  two  letters  from  individuals  who  have 
participated  in  the  International  Educational  Exchange  Program,  pp.  A5374-5 

7  \ 

LIVESTOCK.  Sen.  O’ Mahoney  inserted  3  telegrams  endorsing  S.  1356,  to  restore 
to  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  jurisdiction  in  the  enforcement  of  the  anti¬ 
trust  laws  in  the  meat/ packing  industry,  p.  A5380 

M  % 

PURCHASING.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  McCormack  discussing  the  "numerous 
examples  of  wastq^  overlapping,  duplication,  and  inefficiency"  in  procurement 
and  other  supply  and  service  activities  in  the  Department  of  Defense,  pp. 
A5381-3 


30.  FOOD  ADDITIVES.  Rep.  Burdick  inserted  an  editorial,  "You  are  Science's  New 

Guinea  Pig,"  warning  of  a  definite  hazard  to  public  health  through  the  use  of 
untested  chemical  additives  in  foods,  pp.  A5399-400 

7  \ 

31.  ELECTRIFICATION.  Rep.  Berry  inserted  a  letter  he  had  prepared  outlining  the\ 

facts  with  relation  to  the  history  of  the  Hells  Canyon  legislation,  pp. 
A5402-3 


34. 


-  4  - 


Rep.  Ullman  inserted  an  editorial,  "Hells  Canyon  Dam  Legislation 
Sherman  Adams  Seen  Trying  to  Kill  Issue  in  Congress  to  Avoid  Presidential 
Veto."  p.  A5413 


32. 


INFLATION.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Dingell  criticizing  the  administration's 
monetary  policies  and  stating  that  the  "tight  money  policy  has  failed  to  curb 
inflation  and  in  fact  has  contributed  to  it."  pp.  A5414-5 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 


/ 


/ 


33.  WILDLIFE.  S.  2489,  by  Sen.  Neuberger,  to  require  the  use  of  humane  methods  of 
trapping  animals  and  birds  on  lands  and  waterways  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States;  to  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee.  Remarks  of 
author,  p.  9842 

S.  2496,  by  Sen.  Watkins,  to  amend  the  act  entitled  9An  act  to  promote  the 
conservation  of  wildlife,  fish,  and  game,  and  for  other /purposes,"  approved 
March  10,  1934,  as  amended,  known  as  the  Coordination  Act;  to  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee.  Remarks  of  author,  pp.  9843-4 


/ 


35. 


WEED  CONTROL.  S.  2490,  by  Sen.  Humphrey,  to  provide  for  the  control  of  noxiouf 
weeds  on  land  under  the  control  or  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Government;  to 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee.  Remarks  of, author,  pp.  9842-3 

PERSONNEL.  S.  2478,  by  Sen.  Langer,  to  establish  a  system  for  the  classificatioi 
and  compensation  of  scientific  and  professional  positions  in  the  Government; 
to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee; 


36. 


/ 


ACREAGE  RESERVE.  H.R.  8559,  by  Rep.  Harden,  to  permit  farmers  in  areas  affected 
by  excessive  rainfall  and  flooded  conditions  to  include  acreage  in  the  acreage 
reserve  program  up  to  August  15,  1957;  to  Agriculture  Committee. 


37. 


DEPRESSED  AREAS.  H.R.  8573,  by  Rep.  Siler,  to  create  a  corporation  to  restore 
normal  employment  and  produce  industrial  development  in  economically  depressed 
areas;  to  Banking  and  Currency  Committee. 


38.  APPROPRIATIONS. 


7 

396, 


H.  J.  Res.  396,  by  Rep.  Fulton,  proposing  an  amendment  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  Unite<^/States  relative  to  disapproval  and  reduction  of 


c 


items  in  general  appropriation  bills;  to  Judiciary  Committee. 


/ 


39.  HOLIDAY.  H.  J.  Res.  397,  by  Rep.  Fulton,  declaring  Flag  Day  to  be  a  legal 


holiday;  to  Judiciary^ Committee. 


40. 


/ 


FARM-CITY  WEEK.  H.  J.  Res.  400,  by  Rep.  Andresen,  designating  the  week  of 
November  22-28,  1957,  as  National  Farm-City  Week;  to  Judiciary  Committee. 


-  0  - 


COMMITTEE  HEARING  ANNOUNCEMENTS:  \ 

July  9:  Transfet  of  certain  work  under  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act  to  FTC,  H. 
Agriculture  (Butz  to  testify).  Audit  reports  on  emergency  feed  programs,  S. 
Agriculture'.  Foreign  aid  appropriations,  H.  Appropriations  (exec). 


Federal 

employee  pay  bills,  H.  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service.  \ 

July  16:  /Barter  transactions  under  Public  Law  480,  S.  Agriculture  (Berger,  CSS,  to 
testify).  sT 

July  22",  23:  Withholding  information  and  availability  of  records,  H.  Government  \ 


operations  (Farrington,  0GC,  to  testify). 


oOo 
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the  80th  Congress.  At  all  times  he  was 
a  useful,  faithful,  conscientious  Con¬ 
gressman,  loyal  to  his  party,  but  before 
his  party  came  his  country,  always.  We 
will  not  soon  see  his  like  again. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr-  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
associate  myself  with  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Celler]  in  saying 
kind  words  about  the  great  man  with 
whom  I  served,  Earl  Michener,  former 
Congressman  from  Michigan  whose 
death  was  recently  reported.  As  a  fresh¬ 
man  Congressman  I  received  no  finer 
instruction,  assistance  and  advice  than  I 
received  from  Congressman  Michener. 
At  that  time  he  was  chairman  of  the 
Republican  Conference,  but  he  was  not 
partisan.  He  was  always  broadminded. 
Whenever  we  had  a  problem  of  any  kind 
I  felt  there  was  no  one  to  whom  I  could 
talk,  and  who  would  give  me  the  best 
possible  assistance  than  Earl  Michener- 
It  was  a  great  loss  to  this  House  when  he 
decided  to  retire. 

I  am  sure  this  House  has  never  had  a 
more  conscientious,  more  diligent,  more 
hard-working  Congressman  than  Earl 
Michener.  It  is  a  sad  day  for  each  of  us 
when  we  must  say  farewell  to  dear 
friends  who  have  been  of  assistance  to 
us  in  days  gone.  He  was  truly  a  great 
American. 

(Mr.  HILL  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  deeply 
regret  the  passing  of  Earl  Michener.  He 
was  one  of  the  great  parliamentarians  of 
the  House  of  Representatives.  He  had 
an  analitical  mind  and  I  never  knew  of 
anyone  who  could  better  analyze  legisla¬ 
tion  so  as  to  make  it  more  understand¬ 
able. 

Earl  Michener  was  a  great  help  to  new 
Members. 

I  recall  how  helpful  he  was  to  me  when 
I  first  came  to  the  House  of  Represent¬ 
atives.  I  always  admired  him  for  his 
honesty  and  his  integrity  and  his  great 
ability  as  a  legislator. 

In  behalf  of  the  Republican  Confer¬ 
ence,  and  I  am  sure  I  also  speak  for  the 
entire  membership  of  the  House,  let  me 
say  that  we  all  deeply  regret  the  pass¬ 
ing  of  this  great  American/ 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HARVEY,  tytr.  Speaker,  in  the 
passing  of  Congressman  Earl  Michener 
I  feel  that  I  have  lost  a  great  personal 
friend.  As  I  recall  this  friend  and  col¬ 
league,  the  one  characteristic  which 
stands  out  in  my  mind  is  the  great  re¬ 
spect  that  he  had  for  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives.  He  consistently  remind¬ 
ed  the  Members  of  their  duties  and  obli¬ 
gations  and  pointed  out  the  decorum 
that,should  prevail  in  the  House  so  that 
the'people  of  this  country  of  ours  would 
properly  respect  the  greatest  legislative 


body  in  the  world.  He  was  a  fine  exam¬ 
ple  of  the  highest  type  of  statesmanship 
and  his  influence  will  long  prevail. 

Mr.  JOHANSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  JOHANSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  while 
it  was  not  my  privilege  to  know  Earl 
Michener  except  by  reputation,  that  rep¬ 
utation  entitles  him  to  highest  honor 
for  the  great  service  he  rendered  to  the 
Congress,  the  Nation,  and  the  State  of 
Michigan.  I  take  this  opportunity  to 
express,  in  common  with  my  colleagues 
in  the  House  who  served  with  Earl  Mich¬ 
ener  from  the  State  of  Michigan,  my 
deep  regret  at  his  passing,  and  to  join 
in  tribute  to  him. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  Speaker. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the 
passing  of  Earl  Michener  our  country 
has  lost  one  of  the  most  capable  legisla¬ 
tors  I  have  ever  served  with  or  known. 
Earl  was  a  gentleman  of  the  best  type. 
He  truly  served  his  day  and  generation. 
He  had  a  spotless  soul. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  5  legislative  days  in  which  to 
extend  their  remarks  on  the  life  and 
accomplishments  of  Earl  C.  Michener. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  AUCHINCLOSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
passing  of  Earl  Michener  is  indeed  sad 
news,  especially  to  those  of  us  who  had 
the  privilege  of  knowing  him  when  he 
was  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives. 

He  was  a  man  of  great  talent,  modest 
and  retiring,  and  in  his  quiet  and  friendly 
way  commanded  the  respect  and  affec¬ 
tion  of  all  who  came  in  contact  with  him. 
He  took  his  job  as  a  Congressman  seri¬ 
ously  and  devoted  his  entire  time  and 
efforts  to  the  responsibilities  which  were 
his.  He  was  a  distinguished  lawyer  in 
his  own  right  and  I  have  heard  other 
members  of  the  bar  speak  of  his  wisdom 
and  his  legal  knowledge  in  terms  of  the 
highest  respect  and  praise.  He  was 
especially  kind  and  thoughtful  to  new 
Members  of  Congress  as  they  came  here 
and  explained  to  them  the  rules  and 
regulations  under  which  we  operate. 

He  always  spoke  well  of  people  and 
was  ready  to  listen  to  the  other  side  of 
any  argument  and  although  he  might 
not  agree  with  you,  when  he  so  expressed, 
himself  it  was  with  the  greatest  courtesy 
and  in  a  spirit  of  warmth  and  friendship. 
It  was  a  real  privilege  to  know  him  and 
his  wide  circle  of  friends  has  suffered  a 

SGVGl’G  lOSS. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  have  learned  with  deep  regret  of  the 
passing  of  Earl  Michener. 

He  and  I  were  close  friends  for  many 
years  during  his  service  here  in  the 
House. 

He  was  loved  and  admired  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle. 

He  made  a  fine  contribution  in  life  to 
his  community,  to  his  State,  and  to  the 
Nation. 


He  served  in  the  Army  throughout  the 
Spanish-American  War.  He  served  as  a 
Member  of  the  Congress  for  a  full  30 
years. 

Those  who  served  with  him  here  will 
recall  his  outstanding  ability  as  a  legis¬ 
lator  and  as  a  parliamentarian,  and  his 
efficiency  as  a  member  and  chairman  of 
the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
and  as  a  member  of  the  powerful  Rules 
Committee. 

He  retired  after  the  81st  Congress  be¬ 
cause  of  the  illness  Of  his  wife — who  has 
also  just  died,  only  a  few  days  before 
him. 

I  join  in  extending  heartfelt  sympathy 
to  his  daughter  and  to  all  those  close  to 
him. 


CORRECTION  OF  ROLLCALL 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  roll- 
call  No.  129  I  am  recorded  as  not  re¬ 
sponding  to  my  name.  I  was  present  and 
answered  to  my  name.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Record  and  Journal 
be  corrected  accordingly. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PARLIAMENTARY  INQUIRY 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  desire  to  propound  a  parliamentary  in¬ 
quiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  the  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  bill,  H.  R.  6127,  known  as  the  civil 
rights’  bill,  as  it  passed  the  House,  con¬ 
tained  an  amendment,  one  amendment, 
which  should  have  been  printed  on  page 
13  where  it  was  adopted.  By  inadvert¬ 
ence  an  error  was  made  in  the  Journal 
and  in  the  printing  of  the  bill,  and  the 
bill  was  printed  so  that  the  amendment 
appears  at  the  bottom  of  page  8  of  the 
bill  instead  of  as  a  new  section  on  page 
13.  It  was  so  messaged  to  the  other  body 
in  the  erroneous  form.  In  other  words, 
the  House  sent  to  the  other  body  a  bill 
which  is  not  in  conformity  with  the 
action  of  the  House.  The  bill  was  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  other  body  and  was  read 
the  first  time  and  was  then  read  the 
second  time  and  it  is  now  on  the  calendar 
of  the  other  body.  My  parliamentary  in¬ 
quiry  is  whether  it  is  not  the  proper  pro¬ 
cedure  at  this  time  to  ask  the  other  body 
to  return  the  bill  to  the  House  for  action 
to  conform  to  what  actually  took  place 
and  to  conform  with  the  Record  and  the 
Journal  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  would  ask 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  to  with¬ 
hold  his  inquiry  for  the  purpose  of  en¬ 
abling  the  Chair  to  look  further  into  the 
matter. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  thank  the 
Speaker. 


CONSTRUCTION  AT  MILITARY 
INSTALLATIONS 

Mr.  BOLLING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  resolution  (H.  Res.  309)  providing 
for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  8240,  a  bill 
to  authorize  certain  construction  at  mili- 
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tary  installations,  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

^£he  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  8240)  to  authorize  certain  construc¬ 
tion  at  military  installations,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  all  points  of  order  against 
said  bill  are  hereby  waived,  except  that  it 
shall  be  in  order  to  make  a  point  of  order 
against  section  411.  After  general  debate, 
which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  con¬ 
tinue  not  to  exceed  2  hours,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services,  the  bill  shall  be  read 
for  amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall 
rise  and  report  the  bill  to  the  House  with 
such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted, 
and  the  previous  question  shall  be  considered 
as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments 
thereto  to  final  passage  without  intervening 
motion  except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  BOLLING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Brown]  and  now  yield  myself  such 
time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr^  Speaker,  House  Resolution  309 
provides  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R. 
8240,  authorizing  construction  for  the 
military  departments.  The  resolution 
provides  for  an  open  rule,  2  hours  of 
general  debate  on  the  bill,  and  waives 
points  of  order  against  the  bill,  except 
for  section  411. 

The  bill  carries  a  total  authorization 
of  $1,676,662,000.  Of  this  amount  $297,- 
714,000  is  for  the  Army;  and  $391,095,000 
is  authorized  for  the  Navy.  Only  one 
new  activity  is  scheduled  for  the  Navy 
and  that  is  an  air  facility  for  the  Naval 
Academy.  The  Air  Force  is  authorized 
$727,764,000. 

One  hundred  and  eighty  six  million 
four  hundred  and  ninety-nine  thousand 
dollars  of  the  total  represents  increases 
in  prior  authorities,  $21,341,000  is  au¬ 
thorized  for  the  Air  Force  Academy  at 
Colorado  Springs,  and  $52,209,000  is  au¬ 
thorized  for  2,214  family  housing  units. 

Some  new  provisions  appear  in  the 
bill.  The  military  departments  are  re¬ 
quired  to  report  twice  yearly  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  on  contracts  awarded  on  other  than 
a  competitive  basis  to  the  lowest  respon¬ 
sible  bidder. 

Unused  authorities  will  be  rescinded 
after  a  period  of  4  years  rather  than  5, 
as  now  provided. 

The  authority  for  leasing  of  housing 
at  tactical  installations  is  extended  for 
1  more  year,  and  5,000  units  are 
authorized. 

Section  411  provides  that  prior  to  the 
termination  or  reduction  in  the  opera¬ 
tions  of  any  commercial  or  industrial 
type  activity  which  has  been  conducted 
for  5  or  more  years  and  requires  the 
services  of  10  or  more  civilian  employees 
of  the  United  States,  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  shall  file  a  report  with  the  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  setting  forth  the  details  of 
the  proposed  termination  or  reduction. 
The  section  also  provides  that  such  ter¬ 
mination  or  reduction  shall  not  take  ef¬ 
fect  until  the  expiration  of  60  days  of 


continuous  session  of  Congress,  and  shall 
not  take  effect  then  if  either  House  of 
Congress  adopts  a  resolution  which  dis¬ 
approves  such  termination  or  reduction. 
The  Rules  Committee  provided  that  no 
points  of  order  would  be  waived  on  this 
section  so  the  House  may  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  work  its  will  on  this  contro¬ 
versial  matter. 

I  urge  the  adoption  of  House  Resolu¬ 
tion  309  so  the  House  may  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  H.  R.  8240. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
as  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Bolling]  has  explained.  House  Resolu¬ 
tion  309  makes  in  order  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  H.  R.  8240,  the  so-called 
military  construction  bill.  It  carries 
approximately  $1,700,000,000  in  new 
authorizations  for  military  construc¬ 
tion  of  different  types  and  kinds,  both 
in  the  continental  United  States,  in  our 
possessions,  and  abroad.  It  is  the  au¬ 
thorization  bills,  of  course,  which  pave 
the  way,  as  we  all  know,  for  future 
appropriations.  Of  course  this  is  a 
highly  technical  bill.  Perhaps  only  the 
membership  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  know,  of  their  own  knowl¬ 
edge,  the  need  for  these  different  in¬ 
stallations  and  for  construction  of  the 
different  facilities  as  set  forth  in  the 
bill. 

However,  the  measure  also  carries 
some  other  provisions,  which  I  think  are 
very  important,  in  addition  to  the  au¬ 
thorization  for  appropriations.  It  car¬ 
ries  one  provision  that  is  very  impor¬ 
tant,  in  connection  with  the  letting  of 
contracts  by  the  Armed  Services  and 
their  different  branches.  In  my  opin¬ 
ion,  as  I  heard  the  testimony  given  be¬ 
fore  the  Committee  on  Rules,  that  par¬ 
ticular  provision  is  good,  and  one  which 
should  be  of  benefit  to  and  give  protec¬ 
tion  for  the  people  of  the  United  States 
and  their  tax  funds. 

Another  section  in  this  bill,  however, 
section  411,  is  somewhat  questionable, 
in  my  mind.  Whether  or  not  it  is  the 
part  of  wisdom  to  adopt  such  a  particu¬ 
lar  provision  into  our  law,  is  indeed 
doubtful.  For  that  reason  the  Rules 
Committee  saw  fit,  with  the  consent,  I 
may  add,  of  the  chairman  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  to  grant  a.  rather 
peculiar  rule  which  waives  points  of 
order  on  the  bill,  except  as  to  section  411. 

Section  411  would  handicap,  to  a  great 
extent,  if  not  almost  prevent  entirely, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  other  Na¬ 
tional  Defense  officials  from  eliminating 
many,  if  any,  of  the  present  business  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  Defense  Department 
which  are  in  competition  with  private 
enterprise,  unless  and  until  Congress 
first  gives  its  consent.  I  understand  that 
perhaps  a  point  of  order  may  be  made 
against  section  411.  I  cannot  pass  on 
the  parliamentary  question  as  to  wheth¬ 
er  such  a  point  of  order  will  prevail  or 
will  be  overruled.  But  if  section  411  re¬ 
mains  in  the  bill,  it  is  my  understanding 
that  there  will  be  amendments  offered 
to  strike  it  from  the  measure. 

I  have  made  this  explanation,  Mr. 
Speaker,  with  the  thought  that  my  words 
may  alert  the  membership  of  the  House 
as  to  that  particular  situation,  because 
I  think  it  is  one  that  must  be  debated 


and  should  be  discussed  rather  fully  on 
the  floor. 

I  have  no  further  requests  for  time, 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  I,  therefore,  yield  back 
the  remainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  BOLLING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the 
point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  no  quorum 
is  present. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a 
call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names: 


[Roll  No.  132] 


Abbltt 

Dingell 

Merrow 

Adair 

Dixon 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Alexander 

Dollinger 

Minshall 

Alger 

Donohue 

Moore 

Andersen, 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

Morano 

H.  Carl 

Eberharter 

Morgan 

Anderson, 

Fallon 

Morrison 

Mont. 

Fino 

Moulder 

Anfuso 

Flood 

Multer 

Ashmore 

Fogarty 

Mumma 

Barden 

Forand 

O’Konski 

Barrett 

Frazier 

O’Neill 

Bass,  N.  H. 

Fulton 

Osmers 

Baumhart 

Gary 

Philbin 

Beamer 

Gordon 

Polk 

Belcher 

Granahan 

Powell 

Bentley 

Green,  Pa. 

Prouty 

Blitch 

Gregory 

Rains 

Boggs 

Griffiths 

Riehlman 

Bonner 

Hays.  Ohio 

Robeson,  Va. 

Bosch 

Healey 

Rodino 

Bowler 

Hess 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Boyle 

Holtzman 

Roosevelt 

Brown,  Mo. 

Ikard 

Santangelo 

Brownson 

James 

Seely-Brown 

Buckley 

Jennings 

Sieminski 

Byrne,  Ill. 

Jones,  Mo. 

Staggers 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Kearns 

Stauffer 

Canfield 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Taylor 

Chelf 

Kilburn 

Teller 

Chiperfield 

Kluezynski 

Tewes 

Christopher 

Latham 

Thompson,  La. 

Chudoff 

Lennon 

.  Thomson,  Wyo. 

Clark 

Long 

Thornberry 

Coad 

McCarthy 

Tuck 

Coffin 

McConnell 

Udall 

Colmer 

McCormack 

Vanik 

Cooley 

McCulloch 

Van  Pelt 

Coudert 

McMillan 

Vorys 

Cunningham, 

Macdonald 

Watts 

Nebr. 

Machrowicz 

Willis 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Madden 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Magnuson 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Dawson,  111. 

Mailliard 

Yates 

Dennison 

Diggs 

Martin 

Meader 

Zelenko 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  rollcall  292 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


AUTHORIZING  CONSTRUCTION  FOR 
THE  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  8240)  to  authorize 
certain  construction  at  military  instal¬ 
lations,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  8240,  with  Mr. 
.Triable  in  the  chair. 

/The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  18  minutes,  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  re¬ 
marks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill 
is  known  as  the  military  construction  au¬ 
thorization  bill  for  fiscal  year  1958. 

Now,  under  the  bill  the  following 
amounts  will  be  granted  the  three  serv¬ 
ices: 

Army _  $297,  714,  000 

Navy _  391,  095,  000 

Air  Force _  727,  764,  000 


Total. . . .  1,  416,  573,  000 

In  addition  to  this  authorization, 
$186,495,000  is  authorized  to  correct  de¬ 
ficiencies  in  authorizations  of  projects 
authorized  under  previous  laws.  This 
$186  million  is  broken  down  as  follows: 

Army _  $28,  885,  000 

Navy _  42,  648,  000 

Air  Force _  114,  962,  000 


Total _ _  186,495,000 

Now,  these  2  items  amount  to 
$1,603,072,000. 

To  this  amount,  we  must  add  $21,- 
341,000  for  the  Air  Academy. 

So,  the  correct  total  of  authorization 
carried  in  this  bill  is  $1,624,413,000. 

There  are  over  400  named  installa¬ 
tions  in  this  bill  and  about  4,000  individ¬ 
ual  line  items. 

When  the  program  contained  in  this 
bill  was  being  formulated  in  the  first  in¬ 
stance,  the  request  from  the  field  offices 
totalled  over  $5.5  billion. 

As  a  result  of  careful  surveys,  the  mili¬ 
tary  departments  reduced  this  amount 
down  to  $3.6  billion. 

The  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
after  a  detailed  study,  further  reduced 
it  down  to  the  amount  of  $1,742,394,000 
which  was  submitted  to  the  committee. 

Now,  I  would  like  to  talk  briefly  as  to 
the  extent  to  which  the  committee  cut 
the  bili,  and  I  might  say,  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  made  its  cuts  after  4  weeks  of 
hearings  in  a  most  detailed  study  of  the 
bill. 

In  the  first  place,  the  committee  elimi¬ 
nated  a  little  over  $139  million  from  au¬ 
thorizations  in  titles  I,  II,  and  III.  How¬ 
ever,  since  the  committee,  for  legislative 
purposes,  moved  the  authority  for  the 
Air  Force  Academy  from  title  III  to  the 
general  provisions,  the  true  cut  is  about 
$118  million.  This  is  made  up  of  two 
principal  elements:  $66  million  in  spe¬ 
cific  line  item  cuts  in  titles  I,  II,  and 
III  and  $52  million  in  general  housing 
authority. 

This  latter  cut  was  done  in  this  fash¬ 
ion:  The  departments  already  have  on 
the  books  a  large  amount  of  authority 
to  construct  housing  with  appropriated 
funds — the  reason  for  this  excess  au¬ 


thority  in  housing  is  the  fact  that  the 
Capehart  program  came  along  and  it 
was  decided  by  the  executive  branch  to 
use  private  money  to  construct  family 
housing  instead  of  appropriated  funds. 

The  committee  felt  that  old  authority 
should  be  used  up  and  thereby  cut  down 
on  the  new  authorization, 

AUTHORIZATIONS  AND  APPROPRIATIONS 

Now,  while  we  are  on  the  subject  of 
authorizations,  I  would  like  to  draw  your 
attention  to  page  3  of  the  report.  There 
is  set  out  there  all  the  authorizations 
and  appropriations  which  have  been 
granted  the  three  departments  since 
1948.  This  gives  you  the  complete 
picture. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  that  at  the 
time  this  bill  was  reported  out,  the  ap¬ 
propriation  request  was  $1,900,000,000. 
Shortly  after  the  bill  was  reported,  the 
President  lowered  his  budget  request  to 
$1,665,500,000.  For  this  reason,  all  of 
the  appropriations  figures  set  out  in  the 
table  will  change.  I  don’t  know,  and  I 
rather  doubt  whether  anyone  knows  at 
this  moment,  exactly  the  way  in  which 
they  will  change.  I  would  assume  that 
the  cuts  which  will  result  will  be  on  a 
pro  rata  basis. 

There  is  now,  therefore,  a  total  appro¬ 
priation  request  of  $1,665,500,000  against 
a  total  authorization  in  this  bill  of  $1,- 
676,000,000. 

As  you  can  see,  this  will  leave  un¬ 
funded  authorization  in  the  amount  of 
a  little  over  $2  billion  still  outstanding. 
It  has  been  my  purpose  and  the  purpose 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  over 
the  past  several  years  to  cut  down  the 
difference  between  authorizations  and 
appropriations.  I  feel  that  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  them  should  be  the  mini¬ 
mum  amount  necessary  for  effective 
operation. 

REPEAL  OP  OLD  AUTHORITIES 

A  few  years  ago,  we  inserted  a  provi¬ 
sion  in  the  law  which  stated  that  any 
authorization  over  5  years  old  was  auto¬ 
matically  repealed.  This  has  worked 
quite  well.  However,  feeling  that  this 
period  could  be  cut  even  more,  we  in¬ 
serted  a  provision  in  the  bill  this  year 
which  would  automatically  repeal  all 
authorizations  which  are  4  years  old. 
This  is  section  406  which  begins  on  page 
66  of  the  bill.  At  the  time  we  put  this 
provision  in,  we  told  the  departments 
that  next  year  we  were  going  to  move  it 
down  to  3  years.  So,  we  are  going  to 
end  up  with  only  a  minimum  of  differ¬ 
ence  between  authorizations  and  appro¬ 
priations. 

DEFICIENCY  AUTHORIZATIONS 

At  this  point,  I  would  like  to  speak 
about  the  deficiency  authorization  which 
you  will  find  in  each  title  of  the  bill. 
You  will  recall  that  I  referred  to  those 
previously  when  giving  the  totals  of  each 
of  the  titles. 

These  deficiency  authorizations  are 
relatively  new  in  military  construction 
bills  and  reflect,  for  the  most  part,  the 
steadily  rising  costs  for  construction. 
On  page  30  of  the  report,  the  matter  of 
deficiency  authorizations  is  dealt  with  in 
some  detail,  but  very  briefly  stated  they 
are  explained  on  two  bases:  First,  poor 
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cost  estimates  in  the  first  instance,  and 
second,  rises  in  cost. 

It  should  be  understood  that  some  of 
these  items  were  designed  and  estimated 
as  much  as  4  or  5  years  ago.  In  those 
days,  there  was  no  “advanced  planning” 
authority.  The  effect  of  this  was  that 
many  of  the  costs  were  grossly  inaccu¬ 
rate,  since  they  were  not  based  on  pre¬ 
cise  planning  or  design. 

The  second  reason — increase  in  cost — 
is  illustrated  by  the  fact  that  during  the 
past  2  y2  years,  there  has  been  a  rise  in 
construction  costs  of  13.4  percent. 

In  the  case  of  the  Air  Force,  another 
element  is  involved  and  that  is  building 
heavier  runways,  in  place  of  lighter  ones 
originally  planned,  in  order  that  the 
heavy  bombers  may  have  a  greater  lati¬ 
tude  of  dispersal. 

One  concluding  thought  on  the  matter 
of  deficiency  authorizations.  The  in¬ 
creased  authority  does  not  represent  a 
bigger  barracks,  larger  hangar,  or  a 
longer  pier.  The  barracks,  the  hangar, 
and  the  pier  will  be  the  same  as  origi¬ 
nally  authorized  but  simply  will  cost 
more  than  the  authority  originally 
granted. 

LAND 

A  word  about  land.  The  report  on 
the  bill  deals  in  detail  with  the  lands 
already  held  by  the  military  departments 
and  the  land  planned  for  acquisition  in 
this  bill.  This  you  will  find  on  pages 
27  through  29  of  the  report.  This  gives 
the  complete  picture  of  the  land  situa¬ 
tion.  Briefly  stated,  this  bill  will  au¬ 
thorize  land  acquisitions  as  follows: 

They  total  approximately  39,215  acres 
in  fee,  with  the  Army  contemplating 
942;  the  Navy,  29,444;  and  the  Air  Force, 
9,140.  The  total  cost  of  these  lands  will 
be  about  $15  million. 

About  30,000  acres  of  easements  also 
will  be  required,  at  a  total  cost  of  $9.5 
million. 

This  is  a  total  land  expenditure  of 
$24,639,000. 

NEW  BASES 

I  am  always  interested  and  I  know 
you,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  the  members  of 
this  committee  are  always  interested  in 
whether  a  bill  of  tihs  kind  authorizes 
the  establishment  of  any  new  base.  At 
the  bottom  of  page  26  of  the  report  is  set 
out  a  discussion  of  the  new  bases. 

Actually,  there  is  only  one  new  base 
planned  by  this  bill,  and  that  is  Towers 
Field,  which  will  be  a  training  field  for 
the  midshipmen  of  the  Naval  Academy. 
The  bill  would  authorize  $3.2  million  for 
land  acquisition  only  for  Towers  Field. 

I  might  say  in  this  connection  that 
there  has  been  so  much  discussion  and 
dissension  about  the  establishment  of 
this  field  that  I  appointed  a  subcommit¬ 
tee  to  look  into  the  matter  and  keep  tab 
on  all  matters  relating  to  the  location  of 
the  base.  Personally,  I  feel  that  we 
should  look  very  carefully  at  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  using  Andrews  Air  Force  Base 
for  this  purpose. 

BASIS  OF  THE  PROGRAM 

The  construction  program  contained 
in  this  bill  is,  of  course,  based  on  the 
forces  which  we  plan  to  have  over  the 
next  several  years.  In  the  case  of  the 
Army,  the  program  is  based  on  1  million 


No.  118 - 12 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


9928 

men.  In  the  case  of  the  Navy,  the  pro¬ 
gram  represents  the  shore  establishment 
necessary  for  980  ships.  For  the  Air 
Force,  we  are  building  toward  118  wings. 

I  would  now  like  to  review  briefly  the 
major  elements  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force  titles  of  the  bill.  If  you  wish, 
you  can  follow  this  discussion  by  refer¬ 
ring  to  page  4  of  the  report  where  the 
breakdown  of  the  Army  program  starts. 

ARMY 

Now,  the  Army  would  be  authorized 
$297  million  in  this  bill.  This  is  about 
$25  million  less  than  last  year. 

(a)  Forty-four  million  eight  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  or  15  percent,  is  for 
troop  and  family  housing. 

(b)  One  hundred  and  fifteen  million 
dollars,  or  38.6  percent,  is  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  facilities  for  the  tactical  defense 
of  key  cities,  bases,  and  industrial  cen¬ 
ters  in  the  United  States.  This  repre¬ 
sents  construction  for  Nike,  Hercules, 
and  other  defense  missiles. 

(c)  Twenty  million  eight  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  or  7  percent,  is  for  con¬ 
struction  in  support  of  Army  aviation  at 
17  installations. 

(d)  Twenty  million  eight  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  representing  7  percent, 
is  for  the  line  of  communications  in 
France. 

(e)  The  balance  of  the  program.  $68 
million,  or  22.8  percent,  is  for  other  es¬ 
sential  construction  of  facilities,  includ¬ 
ing  $28  million  for  classified  facilities 
both  in  the  United  States  and  overseas. 

The  Army’s  program,  broken  down  by 
categories,  will  be  found  at  the  top  of 
page  5.  This  is  followed  by  a  detailed 
breakdown  of  the  program  by  technical 
service  and  continental  armies.  In  each 
instance  the  mission  of  the  technical 
service  and  the  continental  army  is  set 
out,  as  is  the  geographical  area  covered 
by  the  Army. 

NAVT 

The  Navy  would  get  $391  million  under 
this  bill. 

Approximately  84  percent  of  the  pro¬ 
gram,  or  $329  million,  is  for  piers,  run¬ 
ways,  shops,  and  other  operational  fa¬ 
cilities. 

Twelve  percent,  or  $46.6  million,  is  for 
barracks,  batchelor  officers  quarters, 
messes,  dispensaries,  and  other  similiar 
facilities. 

About  3  percent,  or  $9.9  million  is  for 
laboratories  and  similar  research  and 
development  facilities. 

The  remaining  1  percent  of  the  Navy’s 
program,  or  $5.7  million,  is  for  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  fee  and  easement  interests. 

You  will  note  that  starting  at  the  bot¬ 
tom  of  page  12  of  the  report,  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  further  broken  down  into  ship¬ 
yard  facilities,  fleet  base  facilities,  avia¬ 
tion  facilities,  and  so  forth.  In  each  in¬ 
stance,  the  purpose  of  the  particular  type 
of  facilities  is  set  out,  as  is  the  money 
amount  and  considerable  detail  as  to  the 
particular  items  which  will  be  built. 

AIR  FORCE 

The  Air  Force  would  be  authorized 
$728  million  under  the  bill. 

You  will  find  a  breakdown  by  com¬ 
mand  on  page  18  of  the  report.  From 
that  table,  you  will  see  that: 

The  Strategic  Air  Command  gets  $163 
million  or  over  22  percent  of  the  total. 


The  Air  Defense  Command  is  next  with 
$107  million  or  almost  15  percent  of  the 
total. 

The  Air  Training  Command  and  the 
Air  Materiel  Command  gets  approxi¬ 
mately  the  same  amount — a  little  over 
6  percent  each. 

Outside  the  United  States,  the  Air¬ 
craft  Control  and  Warning  System  re¬ 
ceives  the  largest  amount  with  $70  mil¬ 
lion  which  represents  over  9  percent  of 
the  total.  The  Strategic  Air  Command 
is  next  with  $64  million  which  is  almost 
9  percent  of  the  total.  The  rest  of  the 
overseas  construction  follows  those  two 
items. 

I  might  point  out  that  $137,782,000 
represents  airfield  payments  alone. 

In  the  material  following  the  table 
which  I  have  .just  referred  to,  you  will 
find  the  various  commands  dealt  with 
in  detail.  Not  only  is  the  amount  of 
money  set  out  but  also  the  general  areas 
of  use  to  which  the  money  will  be  put. 
And  in  each  instance,  the  mission  of  the 
particular  command  is  described.  j 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

The  general  provision  are  for  the  most 
part  similar  to  those  which  have  ap¬ 
peared  in  previous  years.  They  begin 
on  page  64  of  the  bill  and  are  described 
in  the  report  starting  on  page  33. 

Sections  401  through  405  are  the  same 
as  they  have  been  in  previous  years. 
They  do  not  grant  any  new  authority  but 
merely  set  out  totals  in  the  bill,  provide 
for  5  and  10  percent  variations  in  the 
cost  of  projects,  and  other  things  of  this 
nature. 

Section  405  is  essentially  the  same  as 
in  previous  years.  It  provides  that  con¬ 
tracts  for  construction  authorized  by 
this  act  will  go  to  the  lowest  responsible 
bidders  under  virtually  all  circumstances. 
The  military  departments  have  a  fine 
record  on  the  basis  of  obtaining  their 
construction  through  competitive  bid¬ 
ding  in  that  about  93  percent  of  all  their 
contracts  are  awarded  in  this  fashion. 

The  difference  in  section  405  appears 
as  the  second  sentence  of  that  section. 
You  will  note  on  page  66,  starting  on  line 
11,  that  semiannually  the  military  de¬ 
partments  will  report  to  the  Armed 
Services  Committees  with  respect  to  any 
contracts  which  are  let  on  a  negotiated 
basis.  Although  there  are.  very  few  of 
them,  the  committee  felt  that  it  should 
keep  itself  informed  with  respect  to  those 
instances  where  the  contract  is  not  let 
on  a  competitive-bid  basis. 

Section  406  is  the  section  I  referred 
to  previously  as  the  one  rescinding  au¬ 
thorities  which  have  been  in  existence 
for  some  years.  The  bill  as  originally 
submitted  had  that  period  as  5  years. 
The  committee  now  has  changed  this 
to  4  years,  and,  as  I  stated  before,  will 
change  it  to  3  years  when  the  next  bill 
is  before  us. 

Section  407  merely  modifies  last  year’s 
law  so  that  housing  may  be  leased  at 
NIKE  sites  and  thereby  save  the  money 
which  would  otherwise  be  expended  in 
building  houses  for  the  troops  which 
must  be  stationed  at  these  important 
locations. 

Sections  408  and  409  relate  to  housing 
and,  generally,  grants  some  more  space 
to  enlisted  men  with  large  families. 
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Section  410  has  appeared  in  previous 
laws  and  relates  to  the  use  of  funds  gen¬ 
erated  by  the  sale  of  surplus  commodities 
in  foreign  countries  for  the  construction 
of  housing  for  our  military. 

Section  411:  To  give  some  of  the  his¬ 
tory  of  the  philosophy  behind  section 
411,  I  will  go  back  to  section  638  of  the 
Defense  Appropriation  Act  approved  July 
13,  1955.  That  section  provided  that: 

Sec.  638.  No  part  of  the  funds  appropriated 
in  this  act  may  be  used  for  the  disposal  or 
transfer  by  contract  or  otherwise  of  work 
that  has  been  for  a  period  of  3  years  or  more 
performed  by  civilian  personnel  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  unless  justified  to  the 
Appropriations  Committees  of  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives,  at  least  90 
days  in  advance  of  such  disposal  or  transfer, 
that  its  discontinuance  is  economically  sound 
and  the  work  is  capable  of  performance  by 
a  contractor  without  danger  to  the  national 
security:  Provided,  That  no  such  disposal  or 
transfer  shall  be  made  if  disapproved  by 
either  committee  within  the  90-day  period 
by  written  notice  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

This  section,  of  course,  provided  that 
the  Appropriations  Committees  would 
make  the  determination  with  respect  to 
the  disposal  or  transfer  of  the  activity. 

In  May  1956  the  appropriations  bill 
was  reported  with  language  identical  to 
section  638  and  appeared  this  time  as 
section  633. 

Mr.  Allen  offered  an  amendment  to 
strike  section  633.  There  was  a  roircall 
vote  on  the  Allen  amendment  and  the 
House  approved  his  amendment  by  a  vote 
of  222  yeas  and  156  nays,  a  majority  of 
66  votes. 

Later  on  that  year,  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  reported  its  point-of -order 
bill,  H.  R.  7992.  It  contained  a  section 
27’  (a)  which  was  substantially  the  same 
as  section  411  of  the  bill  we  are  now 
discussing.  It  read  in  part  as  follows: 

Sec.  27.  (a)  Prior  to  the. transfer  by  con¬ 
tract  of  any  commercal  or  industrial-type 
operation  which  has  been  performed  by  the 
Department  of  Defense  for  a  period  of  3 
consecutive  years  or  more  and  in  which  more 
than  10  civilian  personnel  are  employed  at 
the  specific  activity  concerned,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  shall  file  with  the  President 
of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
a  report  setting  forth  the  details  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transfer.  Upon  the  expiration  of  60 
days  of  continuous  session  of  the  Congress 
following  the  filing  of  said  report,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  is  authorized  to  proceed  with 
the  proposed  transfer  unless  during  such 
period  either  House  shall  adopt  a  resolution 
of  disapproval,  as  hereinafter  provided  in 
this  section,  of  the  proposed  transfer  de¬ 
scribed  in  said  report.  For  the  purposes  of 
this  section,  continuity  of  session  shall  be 
considered  as  broken  only  by  adjournment 
of  the  Congress  sine  die;  but  in  the  compu¬ 
tation  of  the  60-day  period  there  shall  be 
excluded  the  days  on  which  either  House  is 
not  in  session  because  of  an  adjournment 
of  more  than  3  days  to  a  day  certain. 

That  section  27  (a)  appeared  in  the 
point-of-order  bill  as  a  committee 
amendment  and  a  separate  vote  on  that 
amendment  was  demanded.  The  amend¬ 
ment  prevailed  by  a  vote  of  201  to  185, 
a  majority  of  16  votes. 

So,  the  House  has  previously  indicated 
its  approval  of  a  provision  virtually  iden¬ 
tical  to  this  section  411. 

Now,  that  brings  us  up  to  date  for  the 
consideration  of  section  411  of  this  bill 
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which,  as  I  say,  is  almost  identical  to 
section  27  (a)  in  the  point-of -order  bill. 

Section  412 :  This  is  a  new  section  and 
is  designed  to  get  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  back  in  the  business  of  doing  their 
procurement  on  open  competitive  bids 
and  not  by  negotiation. 

The  section  provides  that  the  national 
emergency  declared  by  the  President  on 
December  16,  1950,  may  not  be  used  in 
the  field  of  procurement  as  a  basis  for 
negotiation  with  four  exceptions.  The 
exceptions  are  contracts  that  do  not  in¬ 
volve  more  than  $2,500;  contracts  for 
nonperishable  subsistence  supplies;  re¬ 
search  and  development  contracts  not 
exceeding  $100,000;  and  lastly,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  programs  in  furtherance  of 
small  business,  labor  surplus  areas,  and 
major  disaster  areas. 

On  page  34  of  the  report  are  some  of 
the  figures  which  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  has  obtained  indicating  the 
extent  to  which  the  departments  have 
been  performing  their  procurement 
through  negotiation.  You  will  see  that 
funds  spent  by  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  under  the  authority  of  the  Korean 
emergency  proclamation  of  December 
16,  1950,  constituted  over  94  percent  of 
all  Defense  Department  funds. 

During  a  9  month  period  in  1956,  and 
notwithstanding  corrective  action  which 
was  supposed  to  have  been  taken  by  the 
Department,  $5.3  billion  was  contracted 
for  using  the  same  emergency  proclama¬ 
tion.  This  represented  38.94  percent  of 
Department  of  Defense  dollars. 

Section  413  simply  permits  old  housing 
authority  to  be  used  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  houses  authorized  in  this  actj. 
This  will  cut  down  on  old  authorizations. 

Section  414  raised  the  basic  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  construction  at  the  Air  Force 
Academy  from  $126  million  to  $147  mil¬ 
lion. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel  that  we  have  a 
tight  bill  which,  you  will  recall,  started 
at  $51/4  billion  and  now  ends  up  at 
$1,624,000,000. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  With  pleasure. 

Mr.  GROSS.  There  seems  to  be  in 
this  bill  a  little,  or  even  more  than  a 
little  in  some  instances,  for  every  State, 
led  by  California  with  $134  million. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  is  prob¬ 
ably  correct,  except  the  State  of  West 
Virginia.  West  Virginia  has  an  item  in 
the  bill,  but  it  is  classified,  and  it  could 
not  be  dealt  with  in  detail. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Of  course,  the  State  of 
Iowa  almost  went  out  the  window  with 
only  $284,000  out  of  a  billion  and  a  half. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  may  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  three  is  not  one  item  in 
this  bill  for  the  Sixth  Congressional  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Georgia,  the  district  I  have  the 
privilege  to  serve. 

Mr.  GROSS.  But,  of  course,  the  State 
of  Georgia  is  in  the  bill  to  the  tune  of 
$37  million. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  not  my  district. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  spoke 
of  the  effect  of  the  declaration  of  emer¬ 
gency  back  in  1950.  Does  not  the  gen¬ 


tleman  agree  with  me  that  it  is  about 
time  that  we  put  an  end  to  this  whole 
emergency  business? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Exactly. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  If  declaring  an  end  to 
the  emergency  will  have  an  adverse  effect 
on  certain  laws  and  programs  that  should 
be  continued,  let  us  face  the  problem  and 
take  it  up  in  the  usual  way. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  certainly  agree  with 
the  gentleman;  and  the  Kilday  amend¬ 
ment,  as  far  as  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  is  concerned,  will  accomplish  that. 
As  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  said  in  ex¬ 
plaining  the  rule,  that  is  a  very  impor¬ 
tant  section  of  the  bill  and  will  help  close 
the  door  on  negotiated  contracts. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Chairman,  first,  I  would  like  to 
place  emphasis  on  the  fact  that  this  con¬ 
struction  bill  was  reported  out  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  unanimously. 
I  would  like  also  to  point  out,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  committee  was  not  unani¬ 
mous  with  respect  to  one  important  ele¬ 
ment  of  the  bill — and  that  is  section  411. 
I  will  speak  on  this  section  somewhat 
later,  when  I  move  to  strike  said  section 
from  the  bill. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee  has 
given  an  outline  of  the  review  to  which 
this  bill  was  subjected  from  the  time 
of  its  original  generation  in  the  field 
offices  of  the  military  departments  to  the 
final  product  which  we  find  in  H.  R. 
8240. 

A  bill  of  this  magnitude,  containing 
as  it  does,  over  400  named  installations, 
and  thousands  of  individual  line  items, 
is  a  difficult  thing  to  grasp  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  without  detailed  study  and  con¬ 
sideration.  Realizing  this,  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  approached  the  bill 
from  three  principal  directions.  The 
first  of  these  was  to  get  the  overall  pol¬ 
icy  which  lies  behind  the  bill  and  this 
we  received  from  witnesses  from  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Sec¬ 
ondly,  we  required  each  of  the  military 
departments  to  break  down  their  portion 
of  the  bill  into  what  we  called  pack¬ 
ages — and  by  this  I  mean  how  much  was 
for  barracks,  how  much  was  for  Nike 
installations,  how  much  was  for  airfield 
pavements,  how  much  was  for  shipyard 
facilities,  and  so  on? 

The  third  approach  was  a  detailed  ex¬ 
amination  of  the  individual,  specific  line 
items  which,  in  the  last  analysis,  make 
up  the  whole  bill. 

It  took  us  a  month  to  do  this  and  it  is 
a  hard,  undramatic,  unromantic  job. 
But  it  is  one  we  all  know  has  to  be  done 
and  has  to  be  done  well  if  we  are  to 
fulfill  the  responsibilities  which  we  all 
have  to  our  own  constituents  and  to  the 
whole  country. 

This  bill  contains  authorities  which 
will  permit  appropriations  of  $1,676,- 
000,000. 

Although  this  represents  a  huge  pro¬ 
gram,  the  committee  found  that  this 
amount  actually  represented  the  final  re¬ 
sults  of  the  screening  and  rescreening 
review  procedures  which  were  carried 
out  on  this  program  within  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense.  We  found  that  the 
original  requests  from  the  three  mili¬ 
tary  departments  to  the  Department  of 


Defense  amounted  to  $3.6  billion.  After 
extensive  review  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  this  original  request  was  reduced 
by  over  40  percent  down  to  a  new  total 
of  $2.1  billion. 

However,  as  this  amount  of  construc¬ 
tion  work  exceeded  the  monetary  limita¬ 
tions  within  the  Department  of  Defense 
fiscal  year  1958  budget,  this  program 
was  further  screened  down  to  less  than 
50  percent  of  what  the  3  departments 
had  originally  asked  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  to  approve. 

This  was  not  the  final  reduction — when 
this  program  was  examined  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget,  before  its  submittal 
to  Congress,  it  was  decided  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  fiscal  year  1958 
construction  funds  would  be  reduced  by 
$200  million.  As  a  result,  this  program 
was  finally  cut  down  to  $1,742,000,000 
which  was  the  amount  initially  requested 
in  H.  R.  7130,  the  predecessor  bill  to 
H.  R.  8240.  This  amounts  to  only  43 
percent  of  what  the  3  departments 
requested  in  the  first  place,  and  is  indica¬ 
tive  of  the  extremely  rigid  review  to 
which  this  bill  was  submitted  before  it 
was  received  by  Congress.  This  review 
has  achieved,  I  believe,  utmost  economy 
consistent  with  strong  defense. 

The  testimony  which  we  have  received 
.has  repeatedly  demonstrated  that  the 
“items  which  survived  both  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  review  and  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  reduction,  represent  fully 
verified  requirements  which  are  genuine¬ 
ly  needed  to  support  the  missions  which 
have  been  assigned  to  our  Armed  Forces. 

We  also  found  that  the  review  pro¬ 
cedures  used  within  the  Department  of 
Defense  were  extremely  thorough,  and 
that  each  and  every  project  was  indi¬ 
vidually  examined  from  the  standpoint 
of  need,  cost,  design,  size,  location,  and 
sound  engineering  principles. 

We  also  found  that  only  those  facili¬ 
ties  needed  to  support  long-term  use  were 
being  requested,  and  that  requests  for 
many  projects  had  been  postponed  so 
that  the  maximum  possible  use  could  be 
made  of  old  structures  left  over  from 
World  War  H. 

Therefore,  it  seems  very  evident  that 
the  projects  comprising  H.  R.  8240  repre¬ 
sent  a  very  tight  and  closely  scrutinized 
military  construction  program  that  mer¬ 
its  prompt  passage,  with  1  exception, 
and  that  is  section  411. 

Section  411  would,  simply  stated,  re¬ 
quire  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  inform 
the  Speaker  and  the  President  of  the 
Senate  whenever  he  intended  to  close 
down  a  commercial  or  industrial-type 
activity.  If  either  of  the  Houses  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  closing  of  the  facility,  then 
it  could  pass  a  resolution  and  require 
the  activity  to  be  continued. 

This,  of  course,  is  not  the  first  time 
we  have  had  this  concept  before  us.  The 
idea  managed  to  survive  an  appropria¬ 
tions  act  a  few  years  ago,  but  was 
soundly  defeated  the  next  year.  In  the 
point  of  order  bill,  it  survived  by  a  very 
close  margin,  but  I  think  that  the  vote 
at  that  time  was  not  a  considered  one 
and  may  well  have  reflected  a  lack  of 
complete  understanding  on  the  part  of 
the  House  as  to  the  implications  that  are 
inherent  in  legislation  of  this  kind. 
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Historically,  and  most  fundamentally, 
our  Government  is  divided  into  three 
elements.  It  is  our  tradition — and,  in¬ 
deed,  our  law — that  one  of  the  constitu¬ 
ent  elements  should  not  interfere  with 
the  activities  of  another.  Each  has  its 
job  to  do  and  must  be  allowed  to  do  it 
without  interference  from  the  other. 

Here  we  have  the  legislative  branch 
of  our  Government  dipping  into  the  day- 
by-day  activities  of  the  executive  branch. 
We  select  officials  to  run  the  executive 
branch  in  whom  we  have  confidence. 
We  pick  them  for  their  proven  ability  in 
their  particular  fields.  We  place  great 
responsibility  upon  them.  And  we  give 
them  our  full  confidence. 

But  what  would  we  do  under  this  sec¬ 
tion  411?  We  would  say  “We  know 
you  have  an  impuortant  job  to  do;  we 
have  almost  full  confidence  in  you,  but 
we  think  we  ought  to  be  able  to  lend  a 
paternal  hand  to  your  daily  operations. 
We  think  we  know  better  how  to  run 
your  business  than  you  do.” 

If  good  business  sense  dictates  that 
a  commercial  or  industrial  activity 
should  be  deactivated  and  get  out  of 
business — and  this  decision  is  made  by 
a  responsible  official  in  the  Department 
of  Defense  and  is  approved  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense — who  are  we  to  say 
that  his  decision  is  wrong? 

Full  and  free  business  activity  is  our 
tradition.  The  very  foundation  of  our 
country’s  economy  is  based  on  a  free 
economy;  one  with  a  minimum  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  interference — one  with  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  Government  activity  in  fields 
which  are  essentially  of  a  business 
nature. 

In  a  word,  if  we  can  buy  it  from  a 
private  producer,  then  we  shouldn’t  be 
in  the  business  of  making  it  ourselves. 
This  is  subject,  of  course,  to  some  minor 
exceptions,  but  by  and  large,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  business  is  government,  not 
manufacturing. 

Section  411  is  bad  legislation  and  bad 
policy. 

With  the  same  strong  feeling  of  sin¬ 
cerity  that  I  ask  that  the  construction 
authorization  be  passed,  I  will  later  on 
ask  that  section  411  be  defeated. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  The  gentleman  has 
said  that  under  section  411  the  Congress 
is  dipping  into  the  responsibility  of  the 
Executive  and  that,  if  I  understood  the 
distinguished  gentleman  correctly,  the 
people  whom  we  have  selected  to  run  the 
executive  department  have  willed  that 
these  installations  be  cut  out,  in  the 
event  such  an  installation  is  sought  to 
be  disestablished.  Now,  to  begin  with, 
the  military  quite  frequently  does  not 
want  these  establishments  discontinued. 
It  is  some  civilian  down  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  that  wants  to  do  it  who  does  not 
have  the  comprehensive  information 
that  the  military  man  would  have.  The 
gentleman  say  that  we  dip  into  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  executive  branch.  I  wish 
the  gentleman  would  make  it  plain  to 
the  House  that  the  Constitution — and  a 
lot  of  us  still  believe  in  it — says  that 
the  Congress  shall  provide  an  Army  and 
a  Navy  and  that  the  President  shall  be 


Commander  in  Chief  thereof.  It  does 
not  say  the  Department  of  Justice;  it 
does  not  say  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce;  it  does  not  say  the  Department 
of  the  Interior,  or  some  other  depart¬ 
ment.  It  says  the  Congress  shall  pro¬ 
vide  a  military.  It  does  not  single  out 
any  other  department. 

How  can  the  gentleman  say  to  the 
House  that  we  are  dipping  into  the 
Executive  when  the  Constitution  tells 
us  to  provide  a  military?  How  t>n  earth 
can  we  do  it  if  we  do  not  know  what  is 
going  on?  So  I  respectfully  submit  to 
my  distinguished  friend  that  we  are  not 
dipping  into  the  Executive.  We  are 
following  our  mandate  when  we  provide 
a  military.  How  can  we  provide  a  mili¬ 
tary  with  what  they  are  entitled  to  have 
if  somebody  downtown  takes  this  away, 
takes  that  away,  and  takes  something 
else  away,  and  gives  it  to  some  friend  in 
industry? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  If  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  will  bide  with  me,  when 
the  motion  is  made  to  strike  section  411 
from  the  bill,  I  shall  go  into  that  in. 
detail.  I  have  some  material  that  I 
should  like  to  present  at  that  time  which 
I  think  will  give  the  gentleman  an  an¬ 
swer  to  his  question. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  The  gentleman  will  ad¬ 
mit  that  the  Constitution  singles  out  the 
Congress  to  provide  a  military  and  the 
President  to  command  it,  and  we  have 
to  provide  that;  the  gentleman  will  agree 
with  that? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  agree  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  How  does  this  proposed 
authorization  compare  with  spending  for 
the  same  purpose  last  year?  I  do  not 
seem  to  find  that  information  in  the 
report.  Does  this  represent  an  increase 
or  a  decrease? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  think;  last  year  the 
amount  was  $2,200,000,000.  This  pro¬ 
vides  some  reducton.  I  should  like  to 
say  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  that  I 
know  of  no  way  we  could  have  screened 
these  requests  any  more  closely,  or 
given  this  proposal  a  more  intelligent 
approach  than  we  did.  I  recited  the 
careful  study  made  of  each  item  resulting 
in  reductions,  and  I  think  we  have  done  a 
tremendously  good  job  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  how  much  economy  we  could 
bring  into  this  proposal. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  understand  that  it  is 
proposed  to  withdraw  a  couple  of  divi¬ 
sions  from  Japan.  If  they  are  brought 
back  are  facilities  adequate  to  take  care 
of  them  without  coming  to  Congress  for 
additional  construction? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  am  sure  there  will 
be,  yes. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield  further,  on  page  17 
of  the  report  there  is  listed  $65  million 
of  the  total  of  the  Air  Force  appropri¬ 
ation  as  classified.  Yet  on  only  three 
pages  of  the  bill,  dealing  with  Air  Force 
installations,  I  find  approximately  $217 
million  proposed  to  be  expended  at 
“various  locations,”  without  any  further 
detail.  Can  the  gentleman  shed  any 
light  on  this? 
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Mr.  ARENDS.  I  think  the  gentleman 
will  have  to  rely  somewhat  on  the  good 
judgment  of  the  committee.  We  have 
some  of  this  classified  information, 
which  we  obtained  in  executive  session, 
but  for  security  reasons  we  cannot  di¬ 
vulge  it  at  this  particular  time. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mi'.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia,  the  chairman  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  VINSON.  To  supplement  what 
the  gentleman  has  just  said,  the  com¬ 
mittee  had  full  information  on  all  of  the 
expenditures  for  each  of  the  classified 
projects  referred  to  in  the  bill.  We  can¬ 
not  come  into  the  House,  and  we  could 
not  in  the  report  go  into  detail  on  each 
of  those.  Had  we  done  so,  we  would 
have  had  to  reveal  secret  information. 
But  I  can  assure  the  gentleman  and  the 
committee  that  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  had  an  explanation  of  all  of 
the  classified  projects. 

Mr.  GROSS.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield  again,  the  only  point  I  was  making 
is  that  at  one  place  the  report  lists  $65 
million  as  being  classified  and  yet  the 
bill,  only  on  three  pages,  shows  $217  mil¬ 
lion  to  be  expended  at  various  and  com¬ 
pletely  unspecified  locations.  Nor  is 
there  information  as  to  the  purpose. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Let  me  repeat  to  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  that  I  think  he 
must  rely  on  the  judgment  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  in  what  we  are  try¬ 
ing  to  do  in  this  particular  bill  without 
divulging  where  our  security  is  involved 
exactly  what  is  proposed. 

Mr.  COLE.  Mr-.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COLE.  The  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  has  announced  the  intention  of 
striking  out  section  411.  The  effect  of 
section  411  is  to  prohibit  the  Defense 
Department  from  discontinuing  any 
function,  service,  or  manufacture  of  any 
item  which  the  Defense  Department 
feels  can  be  provided  to  better  advan¬ 
tage  from  private  sources.  It  prevents 
them  from  discontinuing  that  service 
without  prior  consent  of  Congress.  Can 
the  gentleman  cite  a  single  instance, 
after  his  many  years  of  experience  and 
service  on  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  where  the  Defense  Department  has 
been  able  to  manufacture  an  item  or  to 
provide  a  service  or  promote  a  function 
at  a  cost  less  than  it  can  obtain  it  from 
private  sources? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Of  course  I  cannot. 
We  all  know  that. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  Getting  back  to  the 
classified  information,  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  especially  wants  to  thank  the 
chairman  and  the  entire  membership  of 
this  committee  for  the  courtesy  and  con¬ 
sideration  shown  him.  There  was  a 
project  that  was  determined  classified. 
I  am  most  happy  to  say  that  in  my  opin¬ 
ion  there  is  one  committee  in  Congress 
that  does  not  allow  the  so-called  brass 
or  bureaucrats  to  tell  them  what  to  do. 
It  has  been  proven  to  me  beyond  question 
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of  a  doubt  that  this  particular  commit¬ 
tee  determines  itself  what  is  classified 
and  does  not  take  the  ruling  of  someone 
regardless  of  how  high  his  rank  may  be. 
The  gentleman  from  Ohio  greatly  ap¬ 
preciates  the  consideration  shown  him 
in  connection  with  a  project  that  we  de¬ 
termined  ourselves  was  not  worth  while. 
I  thank  the  committee  for  recognizing 
that  fact. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  We  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man.  With  all  modesty,  I  must  say  we 
do  have  an  extraordinarily  good  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Are  there 
any  provisions  in  this  bill  for  the  acqui¬ 
sition  of  large  land  areas  for  Port  Chi¬ 
cago,  Calif.? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  No,  not  at  all.  I  do 
not  think  we  took  that  into  consideration 
at  all. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  nothing  in  the  bill  relates  to  that. 
It  remains  status  quo. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  In  other 
words,  they  are  going  to  spend  $723,000 
for  some  small  installations  but  no  large- 
scale  acquisitions? 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is' right. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  If  it  is 
agreed  later  to  make  that  installation,  it 
will  be  located  at  Port  Chicago  or  some 
other  place  that  is  satisfactory? 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  will  take  that  up 
later,  but  there  is  nothing  in  here  cover¬ 
ing  the  buffer  zone  at  Port  Chicago. 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  I  thank 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Illinois.  I  am  ad¬ 
dressing  this  question  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  because  of  the  implication 
he  made.  I  know  that  the  wise  and 
great  committee  has  reason  for  it,  but  in 
the  report  I  notice  that  the  Fifth  Army 
received  only  2.9  percent  of  the  total 
building  program  for  the  Army,  the 
Fourth  Army  received  6.2  percent,  and 
the  Third  Army  5.8.  I  presume  there  is 
good  reason  for  that,  but  I  know  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  and  the  rest  of  us 
from  Illinois  when  we  get  back  to  the 
Midwest  will  be  questioned  about  that. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  A  lot  of  this  is  based 
on  military  priority  needs,  but  I  can  say 
to  my  colleague  from  Illinois  as  a  Mem¬ 
ber  from  Illinois  that  we  were  watching 
out  for  all  these  things  from  our  par¬ 
ticular  area. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  was  very 
much  interested  in  reading  the  commit¬ 
tee  report  pertaining  to  real  estate.  On 
page  27  and  the  immediately  following 
pages  there  is  an  inventory  for  the  first 
time,  and  I  am  happy  to  receive  it,  of 
the  amount  of  real  estate  and  improve¬ 
ments  the  military  establishments  now 
have.  On  page  28  it  gives  us  what  has 
been  disposed  of  over  the  period  of  the 
past  10  years.  It  gives  an  item  showing 
the  cost.  What  I  am  interested  in  is 
knowing  how  much  the  Federal  Treasury 


received  in  return  for  the  disposition  of 
this  property  and  whether  or  not  we  had 
a  net  gain  or  a  net  loss.  I  should  like 
to  know  what  accounting  is  given  of  that. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  say,  in  answer  to 
the  question  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri,  that  the  only  agency  which  would 
have  the  information  on  that  is  the 
General  Services  Administration.  We 
do  not  have  the  information.  We  go 
on  the  assumption  that  it  is  done  in  a 
good  businesslike  way  and  that  no  Gov¬ 
ernment  property  is  given  away  unless 
the  Government  receives  its  fair  mar¬ 
ket  value. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  If  the  gen¬ 
tleman  will  yield  further  to  pursue  fur¬ 
ther  this  line,  certainly  the  Military 
Establishment  has  some  idea  as  to  how 
much  it  involves  when  it  comes  to  the 
disposal  of  land. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  would  say  “No."  The 
military  department,  when  it  turns  over 
to  another  agency  of  Government,  the 
General  Services  Administration,  any 
property  for  the  other  agency  to  dispose 
of,  it  naturally  washes  its  hands  of  the 
property.  And  when  another  agency 
steps  in  and  does  dispose  of  the  property, 
under  the  law,  the  military  department 
would  not  normally  attempt  to  keep 
track  of  it.  They  would  have  no  infor¬ 
mation  other  than  that  which  would  be 
voluntarily  sent  to  them.  Their  military 
interest  is  finished. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  might  sug¬ 
gest  this:  On  the  disposal  of  personal 
property,  the  figures  seem  to  run  at  about 
$2  billion  to  $3  billion  a  year  in  excess 
property  that  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  is  disposing  of,  for  which  we  get 
about  8  cents  on  the  dollar.  One  of  the 
best  checks  that  we  would  have  on  our 
system,  I  might  suggest,  is  to  find  out 
what  is  disposed  of  because  it  reveals  to 
us  where  the  system  is  not  operating 
properly.  I  think  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  ought  to  know  and  follow  through 
in  these  instances  where  they  have  an 
inventory  which  shows  us  here  that  there 
is  $3,780,000,000  worth  of  property  and 
improvements;  that  is,  the  cost  to  the 
Government.  Now,  it  would  be  very  in¬ 
teresting  to  find  out  why  over  a  period 
of  10  year’s  we  have  had  that  amount 
of  surplus  generated,  if  there  had  been 
proper  planning  in  the  beginning. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  would  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  that  as  fast  as  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  can  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  legislation  before  us,  and 
when  we  get  a  breathing  spell  and  can 
get  down  to  this  question,  we  will  be  more 
than  delighted  to  ask  the  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration  to  give  us  a  report 
as  to  what  amount  of  money  it  receives 
from  the  disposal  of  any  real  estate. 
We  do  not  have  that  information  today. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  gentleman  makes  a  good  point.  It 
impresses  me  as  a  very  good  idea  to  try 
to  get  the  information  for  him  and  all 
Members  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  want  to 
thank  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  and 
to  add  this  one  comment.  The  reason 
I  bring  this  up  here,  of  course,  is  that 
here  we  are  generating  considerable  ad¬ 
ditional  money.  I  like  the  way  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  have  gone 


ahead  and  have  begun  to  dig  into  these 
things.  But,  I  note  on  page  30  the  com¬ 
mittee  makes  this  statement: 

The  three  departments  admitted  that  a 
substantial  number  of  projects  for  which  in¬ 
creased  authorization  is  necessary  were 
poorly  planned  in  the  first  Instance  and  did 
not  reflect  anything  but  the  most  general 
estimates  of  cost. 

I  have  felt  that  as  a  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress  that  that  has  been  going  on  for 
some  time.  In  spite  of  the  words  of 
reassurance  that  the  gentleman  has 
given  me  that  this  time  it  is  different,  I 
am  still  quite  disturbed  about  it.  But  I 
do  want  to  say  that  this  looks  like  real 
progress  and  my  suggestion  of  going  into 
these  things  further  is  simply  in  the 
nature  of  making  a  suggestion  as  to  how 
we  can  get  on  top  of  this  matter. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  just  want  to  make  this 
brief  comment.  The  Truman  Airport  at 
Grandview,  Mo.,  is  still  with  us  in  this 
bill  to  the  tune  of  a  little  better  than 
$2  million. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  well  recall  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  interest  in  that  matter. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Arends]  has  consumed 
24  minutes. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks], 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  you  have  already  heard  from 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  a  de¬ 
scription  of  the  overall  bill.  You  have 
been  informed  with  respect  to  the  high¬ 
lights  in  the  programs  of  each  of  the 
three  departments  and  you  have  a  de¬ 
scription  of  the  general  provisions  of  the 
bill. 

I  think  that  every  Member  of  the 
House  now  understands  the  magnitude 
and  importance  of  H.  R.  8240  and  I  will 
not,  therefore,  repeat  any  of  the  areas 
which  have  already  been  covered.  I  will 
devote  my  remarks  to  the  Strategic  Air 
Command. 

The  Strategic  Air  Command’s  ability 
to  conduct  offensive  air  operations  on  a 
global  basis  is  recognized  as  the  primary 
deterrent  to  enemy  aggression.  This 
Nation  is  always  faced  with  the  possi¬ 
bility  that  this  powerful  deterrent  will 
be  ignored  by  potential  aggressors,  if 
they  believe  our  strategic  forces  are 
vulnerable  to  surprise  attack. 

We  know  that  the  Soviet  Union  has 
committed  itself  to  work  of  creating  a 
strong,  modern,  long-range  offensive 
bomber  force.  It  is  readily  apparent  that 
this  capability  is  a  prime  threat  to  our 
national  security.  Should  this  force  be 
employed  in  a  surprise  attack  against  the 
United  States,  then  the  Strategic  Air 
Command  must  immediately  mount  nu¬ 
clear  attacks  designed  to  destroy  the 
enemy’s  will  and  ability  to  wage  war 
before  overwhelming  and  irrevocable 
damage  can  be  inflicted  on  the  United 
States.  This  retaliation  must  be  done 
quickly,  to  be  effective,  and  in  great 
weight  to  be  decisive. 

The  major  force  within  the  Defense 
Establishment  that  has  the  potential  to 
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launch  Immediate  attacks  against 
critical  Soviet  targets  is  our  Strategic 
Air  Command.  Through  the  immediate 
employment  of  this  force,  we  can  reach 
critical  targets  in  sufficient  time  to 
minimize  a  Soviet  air  attack  launched 
against  ourselves  or  against  our  allies. 

In  giving  meaning  to  our  national 
policy  of  deterrence,  the  Department  of 
the  Air  Force  is  taking  action  to  con¬ 
tinually  improve  the  weapons  systems  of 
the  Strategic  Air  Command,  and  provide 
it  with  the  immediate  reaction  time  re¬ 
quired  to  employ  the  force  under  the 
circumstances  which  I  have  just  out¬ 
lined. 

About  45  percent  of  the  Air  Force  por¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  is  directly  related  to  im¬ 
provement  of  the  strike  capability  of  the 
Strategic  Air  Command  and  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  SAC’s  constant  readiness. 
These  SAC  operational  and  support  proj¬ 
ects  include  sites  for  strategic  missiles; 
bases  for  dispersal  of  the  heavy  bomber 
squadrons;  additional  facilities  required 
by  the  conversion  from  B-36’s  to  B-52's; 
northern  tanker  bases;  facilities  and 
aviation  fuel  storage  at  overseas  bases; 
housing  and  community  facilities;  and 
other  essential  base  support  items  in¬ 
cluding  aircraft  maintenance  facilities, 
ammunition  storage,  refueling  facilities, 
mission  training  facilities,  and  unit  op¬ 
erations  buildings. 

The  intercontinental  capability  of  the 
B-52  was  dramatically  demonstrated  in 
the  recent  round-the-world  flight  with 
which  you  are  familiar.  You  are  also 
familiar  with  the  concept  of  dispersal 
and  the  initial  increment  that  was  au¬ 
thorized  in  the  1957  Military  Construc¬ 
tion  Program.  The  facilities  provided 
by  the  Air  Force’s  1957  and  1958  military- 
construction  program  will,  when  com¬ 
pleted,  substantially  reduce  the  vulner¬ 
ability  of  the  Strategic  Air  Command’s 
Heavy  Bombardment  Force  and  will  con¬ 
tribute  greatly  to  its  capability  to  react 
quickly  and  mount  a  significant  retalia¬ 
tory  strike. 

In  recognition  of  the  extreme  high 
costs  to  disperse  this  force  by  provid¬ 
ing  completely  new  bases,  the  Air  Force 
has,  up  until  this  time,  dispersed  the 
force  within  the  existing  inventory  of 
bases,  taking  advantage  of  facilities  al¬ 
ready  in  place,  to  reduce  the  cost  of  this 
program. 

Obviously,  the  deployment  of  bom¬ 
bardment  units  from  existing  bases  to 
dispersal  bases  will  do  two  things:  First, 
in  some  instances  it  displaces  units  now 
in  place  at  the  dispersed  locations;  sec¬ 
ond,  it  creates  facilitites  at  Strategic 
Air  Command  bases  which  cannot  be 
used  to  capacity  by  the  remaining  Stra¬ 
tegic  Air  Command’s  mission. 

An  immediate  question  arises :  Are  we, 
through  dispersal,  vacating  facilities 
that  are  already  in  use  at  existing  bases? 
To  understand  the  answer — which  is  es¬ 
sentially  “No” — we  must  look  at  the  de¬ 
ployment  of  the  entire  force  in  the 
United  States. 

As  you  are  aware,  there  has  been 
some  decline  in  the  numbers  of  wings 
now  programed  for  the  Air  Force.  The 
137-wing  program  has  been  reduced  to  a 
program  of  128  wings,  effective  by  the 
end  of  fiscal  year  1958.  We  can  expect 
further  reduction  in  the  future,  as  the 


combat  power  of  Air  Force  units  in¬ 
creases  with  improved  weapons  systems. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  force 
deployments  in  the  United  States  remain 
substantially  the  same  as  under  the  137- 
wing  program.  With  this  in  mind,  the 
Air  Force  has  redeployed  the  force  in  the 
United  States  by  placing  units  of  other 
commands  on  Strategic  Air  Command 
bases  to  take  advantage  of  the  facilities 
made  vacant  by  the  dispersal  of  Strategic 
Air  Command  units.  We  must  also  con¬ 
sider  that  the  heavy  bombardment  wings 
previously  were  composed  of  30  B-36’s 
with  no  requirement  for  air  refueling 
squadrons.  The  heavy  bombardment 
wing  is  now  composed  of  45  B-52  air¬ 
craft  and  20  air  refueling  aircraft,  so 
that  instead  of  considering  the  dispersal 
of  30  B-36’s,  we  must  provide  facilities 
for  65  large  aircraft. 

An  example  of  this  is  at  Ellsworth  Air 
Force  Base,  S.  Dak.  Its  current 
utilization  is  30  B-36  aircraft,  and  a 
Strategic  Air  Support  Squadron  com¬ 
posted  of  12  C-124  aircraft.  The  utiliza¬ 
tion  at  Ellsworth  supported  by  the  Air 
Force  military  construction  program, 
after  dispersal  of  the  heavy  bombard¬ 
ment  squadrons,  is  55  large  aircraft. 
These  require  the  same  space  as  that 
previously  required  by  the  B-36  wing  and 
the  strategic  support  squadron. 

A  fighter  wing  is  being  placed  at  Briggs 
Air  Force  Base  and  a  tactical  reconnais¬ 
sance  wing  is  being  placed  at  Walker  Air 
Force  Base  to  substantially  use  the  facili¬ 
ties  vacated  when  the  squadrons  disperse 
from  these  locations.  These  actions  are 
illustrative  of  the  scope  of  action  being 
taken  to  utilize  existing  facilities. 

The  Air  Force  has  given  very  serious 
consideration  to  the  matter  of  dispersing 
this  Strategic  Air  Command  force  and, 
at  the  same  time,  making  maximum  use 
of  facilities  by  such  dispersal.  In  my 
opinion,  the  deployments  of  the  forces 
in  the  United  States,  as  supported  by  the 
Air  Force  1958  military  construction  pro¬ 
gram,  is  sound,  avoids  new  construction 
where  possible,  and  makes  maximum  use 
of  existing  facilities. 

I  would  like  to  conclude  on  a  note 
which  I  think  is  of  overriding  impor¬ 
tance.  It  has  been  the  thought  of  many 
people  that  the  day  of  the  intercon¬ 
tinental  ballistic  missile  is  with  us,  that 
we  had  the  absolute  weapon — and  the 
long-range  bomber  would  soon  become  a 
thing  of  the  past. 

Perhaps  this  day  will  come — perhaps 
we  all  here  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
today  will  see  that  day.  But,  gentlemen, 
that  day  is  not  today  nor  is  it  any  day 
in  the  reasonably  foreseeable  future. 

The  short-range  missiles,  it  is  true, 
have,  in  effect,  taken  the  place  of  artil¬ 
lery  pieces  and  have  proved  very  success¬ 
ful.  Nothing,  however,  is  in  existence 
today,  or  can  be  anticipated  to  be  in 
existence  for  a  considerable  time  to  come, 
which  will  take  the  place  of  the  long- 
range  Strategic  Air  Command  bomber. 
The  SAC  force  is  our  first — our  pri¬ 
mary — and  in  some  very  real  sense,  our 
present  current  deterrent  to  aggression. 

So,  I  believe  that  we  can  look  forward 
to  many,  many  more  years  of  dependence 
on  the  long-range  strategic  bomber  of 
the  Strategic  Air  Command.  It  would 


be  dangerous  to  my  mind  to  let  any 
feeling  of  complacency  creep  into  our 
thinking — permit  any  feeling  that  a 
pushbutton  type  of  defense  or  offense  is 
with  us  today.  It  may  come,  but  it  is 
far  off  yet. 

I  have  devoted  my  remarks  to  the 
Strategic  Air  Command  of  our  great  Air 
Force.  I  have  done  this  because  of  my 
own  strong  interest  in  SAC  and  because 
of  my  own  profound  admiration  for  the 
people  who  have  led  SAC  and  are  leading 
it  today.  Gen.  Curtis  LeMay,  now  As¬ 
sistant  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Air  Force, 
has  given  his  official  life  to  the  work 
of  building  up  the  SAC  force  and  he 
has  done  a  magnificient  job. 

I  would  not  mean  to  imply,  however, 
by  the  restriction  of  my  remarks  to  this 
great  element  of  the  Air  Force  to  indi¬ 
cate  any  lack  of  interest  in  or  support 
of  the  other  two  services. 

As  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
has  pointed  out,  we  examined  most 
closely  the  individual  items  which  make 
up  the  programs  of  the  Army,  the  Navy, 
the  Air  Force,  and  the  Marine  Corps. 
We  found  the  program  to  be  a  close  one, 
a  tight  one — one  which  had  been  ob¬ 
viously  well  thought  out — well  planned — 
and  I  might  say,  well  presented  by  the 
witnesses  of  the  three  services  who  ap¬ 
peared  before  the  committee. 

Indeed,  I  wish  to  leave  no  impression 
whatsoever  that  the  functions  of  the 
other  services  are  not  of  great  import¬ 
ance.  The  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the 
Air  Force  together  form  a  team — each 
doing  its  own  job — each  complementing 
the  other — and  together  forming  a  de¬ 
fensive,  or  if  need  be,  an  offensive  force 
which  is  second  to  none  in  the  world. 

The  bill  is  one  more  step  toward  in¬ 
suring  that  our  military  forces  remain 
second  to  none.  I  feel  its  passage  is  an 
absolute  essential  to  this  end. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Gavin!. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take 
this  opportunity  to  compliment  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Vinson],  the  chairman  of  our  committee, 
a  man  who  has  served  in  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  some  43  years.  To 
me  he  is  one  of  the  outstanding  Ameri¬ 
cans  of  our  day,  a  great  civic  patriot  who 
has  contributed  the  greater  part  of  his 
life  to  his  Nation.  As  chairman  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  he  has  the 
responsibility  for  the  development  of 
programs  to  build  and  maintain  our 
great  national  defense  to  meet  any 
emergency  that  may  arise  in  a  critical 
and  chaotic  world.  By  his  work  over  a 
long  period  of  years  he  has  earned  and 
deserves  the  hearty  commendation  of  the 
membership  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 
I  have  been  privileged  as  a  member  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  to  have 
the  opportunity  to  work  with  him  for 
many  years.  He  is  conscientious  and 
thorough  in  his  work.  He  spends  hours 
and  days  and  weeks  in  scrutinizing  every 
item  in  the  defense  program.  His  wise 
counsel  and  guidance  and  direction  is 
eagerly  sought  on  all  programs  of  na¬ 
tional  defense.  The  soundness  of  this 
bill  we  have  before  us  today  is  a  tribute 
to  the  able  leadership  and  direction  of 


1957 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  — HOUSE  9933 


our  very  able  chairman,  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson].  It  is  a 
program  calling  for  some  $1.6  billion, 
and  it  is  legislation  which  has  for  its  ob¬ 
jective  the  strengthening  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  our  national  defense.  Now  a 
word  about  the  Department  of  the  Army 
program. 

The  Army’s  construction  program  for 
fiscal  year  1958  totals  $297,714,000  in  new 
authorization  as  contained  in  title  I  of 
H.  R.  8240.  The  title  would  also  permit 
reprograming  of  certain  prior  years’  au¬ 
thorization  for  sorely  needed  family 
housing.  I  feel  that  the  Army’s  request 
is  both  modest  and  minimal,  when  taking 
into  consideration  its  stated  construction 
requirement  for  fiscal  year  1958  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $919  million.  Exhaustive 
reviews  of  this  program  within  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense,  the  Executive  Office 
of  the  President,  and  the  Congress 
have  reduced  the  program  to  the  bare 
minimum. 

As  you  are  all  aware,  the  primary  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  Army  is  to  provide  a  deterrent 
to  war  in  conjunction  with  its  sister  serv¬ 
ices.  A  strong,  combat-ready  Army  is  an 
essential  part  of  the  deterrent  forces 
needed  for  our  national  security.  The 
Army  provides  a  deterrent  to  general  and 
local  wars  through  its  overseas  deploy¬ 
ments  covering  vital  strategic  areas,  by 
its  contribution  to  the  continental  air 
defense  of  the  United  States,  by  the  pres¬ 
ence  of  ready,  highly  mobile  forces,  and 
by  its  capability  to  apply  measured  force 
to  varying  situations. 

Toward  this  end,  the  fiscal  year  1958 
construction  program  has  been  devel¬ 
oped.  Thirty-nine  percent  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  devoted  to  strengthening  the 
Nike  defense  system  in  continental 
United  States;  45  percent  is  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  permanent  plant  to  house 
and  support  our  Army  in  continental 
United  States  and  its  Territories;  and  16 
percent  of  the  total  is  for  construction 
of  shorter  term  requirements  in  conti¬ 
nental  United  States  and  temporary  base 
rights  areas  overseas. 

For  the  air  defense  of  the  continental 
United  States,  this  bill  will  provide  ad¬ 
ditional  construction  totaling  $115  mil¬ 
lion  for  tactical  facilities,  and  an  addi¬ 
tional  $8,500,000  for  logistical  support  of 
this  highly  important  mission. 

The  need  for  adequate  air  defense  of 
the  United  States  is  absolutely  vital. 
This  is  required  to  support  the  national 
policy  of  deterrence.  Army  surface-to- 
air  guided  missiles  make  the  major  con¬ 
tribution  to  the  defense  against  the 
atomic  air  threat  as  it  exists  today  and 
may  exist  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

In  the  field  of  land-based  air  defense, 
the  Army  has  a  demonstrated  compe¬ 
tence  unmatched  by  any  other  service. 
This  competence  manifests  itself  in 
many  ways,  including  the  following:  The 
existence  of  trained  missile  units  de¬ 
ployed  on  site;  completed  training  in 
missile  skills  for  thousands  of  personnel; 
a  major  training  establishment  in  being 
at  Fort  Bliss;  the  availability  of  a  compe¬ 
tent  development  base  of  Army  agencies 
and  contractors;  and  the  presence  of  an 
experienced  and  operating  logistical  sup¬ 
port  system. 


The  Army’s  air  defense  tactical  facili¬ 
ties  program  in  fiscal  year  1958  is  a  logi¬ 
cal  extension  of  the  overall  air  defense 
development  program  initiated  in  1951, 
revised  continuously  to  reflect  the  rap¬ 
idly  advancing  technology  in  the  guided- 
missiles  field.  Thus,  the  present  pro¬ 
gram  will,  by  the  introduction  of  the 
Army  Nike-Hercules  guided-missile  sys¬ 
tem,  provide  the  first  air  defense  capable 
of  firing  atomics. 

Fortunately,  our  present  Nike  sites 
are  readily  converted  to  accommodate 
these  new  atomic  weapons.  With  rea¬ 
sonable  modification  and  costs,  the  pres¬ 
ent  Nike  sites  can  accommodate  new 
weapons — such  as  the  atomic  Nike 
Hercules,  for  long-term  use. 

In  addition,  this  program  introduces 
facilities  for  the  first  increment  of  a 
new  low-altitude  system — the  Hawk. 

The  air  defense  tactical  facilities  pro¬ 
gram  is  a  vital  step  toward  assuring 
that  the  planned  continental  air  defense 
.posture  will  keep  pace  with  any  enemy’s 
capability,  and  will  deny  him  the  ability 
to  destroy  the  mobilization  and  retalia¬ 
tory  potential  of  the  United  States. 

The  Army  will  never  be  any  better 
than  the  people  who  serve  in  it.  The 
modern  Army,  with  its  complicated 
weapons  and  exacting  leadership  re¬ 
quirements,  is  striving  to  improve  the 
quality  of  its  personnel  and  the  way  in 
which  they  are  utilized.  While  the  Army 
is  making  encouraging  progress  in  in¬ 
creasing  the  professional  proportion  of 
its  strength,  the  basic  problem  is  not 
merely  the  training  of  personnel  to  a 
higher  level  of  professional  ability  but 
more  particularly  the  retention  of  such 
personnel  after  they  are  trained. 

The  ability  to  retain  trained,  qualified 
personnel  is  dependent  to  a  large  meas¬ 
ure  upon  the  availability  of  suitable  liv¬ 
ing  accommodations  for  personnel  and 
their  dependents.  A  great  many  of  our 
soldiers  are  still  living  in  outmoded, 
high-maintenance-cost  World  War  II 
facilities,  which  for  the  most  part  have 
long  passed  their  normal  life  expectancy. 
H.  R.  8240  as  drafted  will  partially  allevi¬ 
ate  these  undesirable  conditions  by  pro¬ 
viding  13,504  permanent  enlisted  bar¬ 
racks  spaces;  360  permanent  bachelor 
officer  quarters;  and  415  units  of  appro¬ 
priated  fund  family  housing,  at  a  total 
estimated  cost  of  approximately  $50 
million. 

The  Army  also  is  making  considerable 
progress  toward  providing  adequate  fa¬ 
cilities  to  support  its  mission  in  the  field 
of  light  aviation.  Last  year  the  Army 
requested,  and  the  Congress  authorized, 
$14.4  million  for  the  first  major  step  for¬ 
ward  in  providing  aviation  facilities  for 
the  Army’s  aircraft.  This  year’s  bill  will 
provide  an  additional  $20.8  million  in 
new  authorization  for  construction  at  17 
permanent  stations. 

Organic  Army  aviation  consists  of 
fixed-  and  rotary-wing  aircraft  which 
the  Army  requires  continually,  within  its 
units,  for  the  discharge  of  Army  missions 
incident  to  ground  combat.  These  air¬ 
craft  are  characterized  by  capability  of 
short  takeoffs  and  landings  on  unpre¬ 
pared  fields,  and  generally  by  relatively 
low  performance  in  comparison  to  the 


aircraft  of  the  Air  Force.  They  are  im¬ 
mediately  available  and  responsive  to 
the  requirements  of  the  ground  units 
commanders.  The  functions  for  which 
these  aircraft  are  provided  in  the  com¬ 
bat  zone— observation,  airlift  for  troop 
movement,  movement  of  supplies,  mo¬ 
bility  for  land  reconnaissance,  command, 
liaison  and  communication,  and  aero- 
medical  evacuation — do  not  duplicate 
those  of  the  Air  Force  although  there 
may  be  some  overlap  immediately  for¬ 
ward  of  the  area  of  contact. 

Army  aviation  is  capable  of  living  in 
the  field,  but  like  the  combat  infantry¬ 
men  who  move  out  of  the  mud  and  into 
barracks  during  peacetime,  its  aircraft 
must  have  minimum  adequate  base  fa¬ 
cilities  when  not  engaged  in  combat. 
Otherwise  their  operation  would  involve 
costs  considerably  higher  than  necessary, 
due  to  increased  wear  and  tear  and  at¬ 
trition  losses,  and  because  of  the  in¬ 
creased  flying  hazards  associated  with 
field  operations. 

In  temporary  base  rights  overseas 
areas,  the  Army  has  reduced  its  fiscal 
year  1958  construction  requirements  to 
an  absolute  minimum.  Construction  is 
limited  basically  to  France,  Korea,  and 
Army  Security  Agency  bases;  $20,754,000 
is  proposed  for  authorization  for  further 
construction  of  the  line  of  communica¬ 
tions  across  France.  The  French  line 
of  communications  is  rapidly  nearing 
completion,  and  consists  primarily  of  a 
12 -inch  petroleum  pipeline  and  backup 
supply  depots  stocking  critical  combat 
materials,  the  very  life’s  blood  of  our 
combat-ready  troops  now  stationed  in 
Germany. 

In  Korea  further  improvements  to 
troop  living  and  operating  conditions  will 
be  provided  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $9 
million.  The  Army  has  finally  succeeded 
in  getting  troops  out  of  tents  and  into 
low-cost  prefabricated  buildings  in  Ko¬ 
rea.  Although  the  construction  in 
Korea  is  limited  to  the  most  austere, 
temporary-type  facilities,  they  are  most 
welcome  to  our  troops  in  lieu  of  the  field- 
tent  camps  occupied  up  to  early  1956. 

I  have  served  as  a  member  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  for  many 
years.  In  this  capacity  I  have  become 
quite  familiar  with  the  Army’s  construc¬ 
tion  programs,  and  the  methods  of  de¬ 
velopment  used.  The  Army  has  used  a 
proven  system  of  master  planning  for 
its  construction  for  over  10  years.  This 
system,  which  is  analogous  to  city  plan¬ 
ning,  provides  a  sound,  well-balanced 
annual  program.  The  continual  review 
processes  of  construction  requirements 
effected  at  all  echelons  of  Army  com¬ 
mand  have  gained  my  confidence,  as  well 
as  yours  I  am  sure,  in  the  Army’s  ability 
to  plan  and  execute  its  construction  pro¬ 
gram.  I  feel  that  this  year’s  program 
is  a  fine  example  of  this  ability. 

The  program  is  not  large.  It  has  been 
developed  under  austere  budget  guid¬ 
ance.  It  will  provide  only  the  Army’s 
bare,  minimum  construction  needs  in  fis¬ 
cal  year  1958,  and  is  consistent  with  the 
Nation’s  economy. 

(Mr.  GAVIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 
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Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Rivers]. 

(Mr.  RIVERS  asked  and  was  given 
pel-mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
committee  is  complimented  by  the  con¬ 
fidence  which  the  other  Members  of  the 
House  have  in  the  deliberations  of  our 
committee. 

As  our  distinguished  chairman  has 
said,  we  worked  on  this  bill  about  a 
month.  Every  line  item  came  under  our 
scrutiny,  under  the  tireless  leadership  of 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Vinson]. 

We  approached  this  bill  not  with  the 
assurance  in  mind  that  there  would  be 
any  disarmament.  We  do  not  look  for 
that  at  the  moment.  I  do  not  care  what 
is  going  on  in  London ;  we  have  seen  the 
developments  of  the  last  week  in  Russia 
and  what  has  emerged  from  the  Polit¬ 
buro  in  Russia. 

We  see  now  who  is  the  leader  in  Rus¬ 
sia.  We  have  heard  from  General  Twin¬ 
ing  how  those  Russians  carry  on  when 
they  give  a  party.  And  Khrushchev  is 
not  a  teetotaler.  He  is  in  charge  of  Rus¬ 
sia.  So  we  had  better  keep  our  bases  in 
first-class  condition  and  implement 
those  which  are  necessary.  That  is  what 
this  bill  does.  We  have  no  new  bases, 
but  those  which  we  have  are  going  to  be 
in  first-class  shape.  We  do  not  want  to 
wake  up  one  morning  and  have  one  man 
in  Russia  declare  war  on  this  country  out 
of  the  dark,  or  out  of  the  blue. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  remarks  deal  pri¬ 
marily  with  the  Air  Force.  I  could  have 
taken  any  one  of  the  other  branches  of 
the  services.  I  have  dealth  with  what  is 
going  on  in  the  hardware  of  the  Air 
Force  and  the  need  to  keep  the  bases 
completely  up  to  date  with  the  newest 
type  of  hardware  for  the  Air  Force. 

I  commend  this  bill  to  the  attention  of 
the  distinguished  membership  of  the 
Committee. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee,  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson] 
has  given  a  fine  picture  of  the  whole  pro¬ 
gram.  Others  have  or  will  deal  with 
particular  elements  of  the  program. 
Whenever  any  one  of  us  on  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  picks  a  particular 
portion  of  the  construction  bill  to  talk 
about,  it  doesn’t  mean  that  we  feel  that 
other  portions  or  other  programs  in  the 
bill  are  of  necessarily  less  importance. 
It  means  simply  that  we,  as  individuals, 
wish  to  give  the  House  a  reasonably  well 
distributed  series  of  remarks  in  order 
that  all  of  the  various  portions  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  programs  can 
be  presented  in  a  somewhat  more  pre¬ 
cise  and  understandable  fashion. 

If  I  were  going  to  be  completely  per¬ 
sonal  in  my  remarks  on  this  bill,  I  would 
find  myself  torn  between  our  great  Navy 
and  our  great  Air  Force.  And  by  this  I 
mean  that  my  own  experience,  back¬ 
ground,  and  day-to-day  activity  em¬ 
braces  many  problems  of  these  two 
services. 

Other  members  of  the  committee  find 
that  their  problems  and  area  of  activity 
are  devoted  to  one  of  these  services  or 
to  the  Army.  It  is  a  natural  tendency  to 


speak  on  subjects  which  are  most  fa¬ 
miliar  to  you.  I  have  chosen  today  to 
speak  on  the  Air  Force.  But  I  could  just 
as  well,  and  with  just  as  strong  feeling, 
have  chosen  the  Navy. 

Every  fighting  force  is  made  up  of 
three  elements — men,  weapons,  and 
bases  to  fight  from.  This  bill  has  one 
single  purpose  and  that  is  to  provide  the 
bases  which  our  forces  can  fight  from. 

The  Air  Force  has  a  vital  interest  in 
the  development  of  a  modern  base  struc¬ 
ture.  In  fact,  it  must  be  considered 
equal  in  importance  to  the  development 
of  aircraft  and  missiles  with  increased 
speed,  range,  and  striking  power,  for  the 
degree  of  development  of  airbases,  mis¬ 
sile  sites,  and  radar  stations  determines 
the  effectiveness  of  these  weapons  as  in¬ 
struments  of  defense.  Continued  prog¬ 
ress  in  the  construction  and  moderniza¬ 
tion  of  airbases  is  essential  to  maintain¬ 
ing  the  ready  effective  Air  Force  that 
our  national  security  demands. 

The  Air  Force  installations  program 
of  the  last  several  years  has  been  aimed 
at  providing  airbase  facilities  required 
for  the  137-wing  Air  Force  that  in  1953 
was  approved  as  the  Air  Force  goal.  The 
original  goal  of  137  combat  wings  by 
June  1957  now  has  been  modified  after 
a  thorough  review  of  the  Air  Force  task 
and  today’s  more  modern  and  more 
powerful  equipment  and  weapons. 

In  fiscal  year  1958,  the  Air  Force  pro¬ 
poses  to  reduce  the  force  to  128  wings. 
These  changes  are  not  arbitrary — but 
stem  from  a  review  of  the  task  to  be 
accomplished  and  the  means  at  their 
disposal  to  get  the  job  done,  which  in¬ 
clude  more  modern  equipment  and  more 
powerful  weapons.  Although  the  force 
is  reducing  in  numbers,  capability  is 
being  increased  by  virtue  of  tremen¬ 
dously  increased  striking  capability  and 
firepower. 

No  new  aircraft  operating  bases  will 
be  initiated  inside  the  United  States 
under  the  Air  Force  construction  pro¬ 
gram  for  fiscal  year  1958.  By  virtue  of 
effecting  unit  redeployments  in  combi¬ 
nation  with  the  reduced  numbers  of 
imits,  present  base  requirements  for  the 
forces  will  be  satisfied  by  adaptation 
and  utilization  of  existing  bases. 

I  would  like  to  refer  briefly  to  the 
progress  being  made  in  the  overall  Air 
Force  program,  with  particular  refer¬ 
ence  to  aircraft  and  weapons,  because 
the  characteristics  of  the  aircraft  and 
weapon  systems  used  establish  the  pat¬ 
tern  and  type  of  operational  facilities 
required  on  our  air  bases. 

The  last  year  saw  production  and  as¬ 
signment  of  the  newest  type  aircraft  to 
combat  units.  The  Strategic  Air  Com¬ 
mand  has  improved  its  capability  by  re¬ 
placement  of  B-36’s  with  B-25’s  with 
four  of  the  heavy  bomber  wings  sched¬ 
uled  for  conversion  by  the  end  of  this  fis¬ 
cal  year.  By  the  end  of  fiscal  1958, 
the  B— 36  wings  will  be  down  to  3  and  the 
B-52  wings  will  be  up  to  8.  .  In  addition, 
each  B-52  wing  will  be  equipped  with 
45  planes  as  compared  to  the  30  planes 
in  a  B-36  wing. 

In  line  with  the  overall  modernization 
of  the  Air  Force,  all  fighters  now  under 
procurement  are  of  the  supersonic  100 
series— frequently  called  the  Century 
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Series.  The  capability  of  the  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  and  Air  Reserve  are  being 
increased  by  receiving  F-86  and  F-84 
equipment  earlier  than  originally 
planned  by  reason  of  aircraft  being 
made  available  through  reduction  in  the 
number  of  active  fighter  units. 

In  the  transport  field,  the  first  C-133 
turboprop  cargo  plane,  designed  for 
about  twice  the  payload  capacity  of  the 
largest  transports  now  in  service,  was 
flown  last  year.  The  turboprop  C-130, 
a  great  advance  over  any  troop  carrier 
aircraft,  is  being  assigned  to  Tactical 
Air  Command  medium  troop  carrier 
wings. 

The  integration  of  missiles  into  the 
Ah-  Force  weapons  system  continues  to 
hold  high  priority.  Already  in  use  by 
the  all-weather  interceptor  aircraft  in 
operational  units  is  the  Falcon  missile 
which  is  a  dependable  missile  of  high 
kill  capability.  The  Air  Force  is  also 
planning  to  use  the  Navy-developed 
Sidewinder  air-to-air  missile  on  cer¬ 
tain  day  fighters. 

To  supplement  the  fighter  intercep¬ 
tors,  development  of  the  Bomarc 
ground-to-air  missile  is  being  expedited. 
Once  operational  in  effective  numbers,  it 
should  reduce  the  requirement  for  short 
range,  manned  interceptors. 

In  offensive  missiles,  the  first  tactical 
missile  in  the  Air  Force  is  the  Mata¬ 
dor.  One  wing  is  equipped  and  is  in 
position  in  Europe. 

The  Air  Force  has  long  range  surface- 
to-surface  missiles  under  development — 
both  air  breathing  and  ballistic.  The 
ballistic  missile  development  programs 
are  substantially  on  the  schedule  estab¬ 
lished  over  a  year  ago.  Excellent 
progress  is  being  made  in  these  projects 
and  they  are  in  various  early  stages  of 
flight  testing. 

As  to  adequate  control  and  warning 
systems,  present  warning  lines  are  being 
improved  and  expanded.  The  main  por¬ 
tion  of  the  distant  early  warning  line — 
DEW  line — which  provides  the  longer 
warning  time  necessary  for  timely 
launching  of  our  retaliatory  and  air  de¬ 
fense  forces,  is  now  nearing  completion 
and  will  meet  its  scheduled  operational 
date. 

Eastern  and  western  extensions  to  the 
main  line  are  programed  and  partially 
funded. 

The  development,  testing,  and  con¬ 
struction  of  SAGE  our  semiautomatic 
ground  environment  system  which  oper¬ 
ates  as  a  computing  and  control  facility 
to  control  our  advanced  air  defense 
weapons  against  multiple  targets,  is  be¬ 
ing  continued. 

Although  significant  progress  has 
been  made  in  the  past  several  years  in 
development  of  a  base  structure  to  sup¬ 
port  a  modern  Air  Force,  much  remains 
to  be  done.  The  need  for  concurrent 
satisfaction  of  base  requirements  for 
new  weapons  systems  and  elimination  of 
deficiencies  at  present  bases  requires 
that  expenditures  for  Air  Force  military 
construction  be  maintained  at  a  sub¬ 
stantial  level  for  several  years  to  come. 

We  have  no  choice  in  this  respect.  We 
must  continue  to  maintain  the  strongest 
possible  military  force  and  we  cannot 
do  this  without  meeting  the  constantly 
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changing  needs  of  our  military  services 
as  modern  developments  themselves 
make  these  changes  necessary. 

We  have  built  a  great  Air  Force  and 
we  have  already  built  a  great  base  struc¬ 
ture  for  it.  But  we  will  be  back  again 
next  year  for  more  essential  construc¬ 
tion  to  round  out  and  render  more  per¬ 
fect  our  operational  facilities  and,  of 
almost  equal  importance,  to  provide  per¬ 
sonnel  facilities  which  have  for  the  past 
several  years  gohe  by  the  board  in  order 
that  most  of  the  authority  and  most  of 
the  funds  could  be  devoted  to  the  oper¬ 
ating  essentials. 

The  Armed  Services  Committee  has 
reported  out  a  sound  bill.  It  has  been 
pared  and  shaved  down  to  a  fine  point. 
I  would  personally  hesitate  to  go  further 
than  the  executive  branch  and  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  already  gone.  This  bill  rep¬ 
resents  a  hard  core  and  is  a  bill  that 
every  Member  of  this  House  should 
support  wholeheartedly. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Evidently  a  quo¬ 
rum  is  not  present.  The  Clerk  will  call 
the  roll. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to 
their  names : 


Abbitt 

[Roll  No.  133] 
Dingell 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Adair 

Dolllnger 

MinshaU 

Alexander 

Donohue 

Moore 

Alger 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

Morano 

Andersen, 

Eberharter 

Morgan 

H.  Carl 

Fallon 

Morrison 

Anderson, 

Fino 

Moulder 

Mont. 

Flood 

Multer 

Anfuso 

Fogarty 

Mumma 

Ashmore 

Forand 

O’Konski 

Barden 

Frazier 

O'Neill 

Barrett 

Fulton 

Osmers 

Bass,  N.  H. 

Gary 

Philbin 

Baumhart 

Gordon 

Polk 

Beamer 

Granahan 

Powell 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Green,  Pa. 

Prouty 

Bentley 

Griffiths 

Radwan 

BUtch 

Gubser 

Rains 

Boggs 

Hays,  Ohio 

Riehlman 

Bonner 

Healey 

Robeson,  Va. 

Bosch 

Hebert 

Rodino 

Bowler 

Hemphill 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Boyle 

Hess 

Roosevelt 

Breeding 

Holtzman 

Santangelo 

Brown,  Mo. 

Ikard 

Seely-Brown 

Brownson 

James 

Shelley 

Broyhill 

Jennings 

Spence 

Buckley 

Jones,  Mo. 

Staggers 

Byrne,  Ill. 

Kearns 

Taylor 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Keogh 

Teague,  Tex. 

Canfield 

Kllburn 

Teller 

Chelf 

Kluczynski 

Thompson.  La. 

Chiperfield 

Knutson 

Thomson,  Wyo. 

Christopher 

Lane 

Thornberry 

Chudoff 

Latham 

Tuck 

Coad 

Lennon 

Vanik 

Coffin 

McConnell 

Van  Pelt 

Colmer 

McCormack 

Vorys 

Cooley 

McCulloch 

Vursell 

Cunningham, 

Macdonald 

Watts 

Nebr. 

Machrowicz 

Wharton 

Curtin 

Mack,  HI. 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Madden 

Willis 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Magnuson 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Mailliard 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Delaney 

Meader 

Yates 

Diggs 

Merrow 

Zelenko 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Trimble,  Chairman  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
H.  R.  8240,  and  finding  itself  without  a 
quorum,  he  had  directed  the  roll  to  be 
called,  when  288  Members  responded  to 


their  names,  a  quorum,  and  he  submitted 
herewith  the  names  of  the  absentees  to 
be  spread  upon  the  journal. 

The  Committee  resumed  its  sitting. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  KildayI. 

(Mr.  KTIJIAY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks. ) 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
bill  contains  approximately  400  installa¬ 
tions.  The  chairman  of  our  committee 
and  the  ranking  minority  member  have 
explained  the  bill  and  the  manner  of  its 
preparation.  There  has  been  every  op¬ 
portunity  to  make  inquiry  as  to  any 
individual  line  items,  so  I  do  not  propose 
to  go  over  line  items  at  this  tme. 

I  do  want  to  call  attention,  however, 
to  Section  412  on  page  71  of  the  bill. 
For  many,  many  years,  those  who  have 
had  experience  with  public  procurement 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  in 
order  to  keep  procurement  and  public 
contracting  fair  and  honest  we  must  do 
our  procuring  by  competitive  bids  after 
general  advertising. 

In  1947 — that  was  during  the  80th 
Congress — the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  gave  very  careful  consideration 
to  the  question  of  military  procurement 
and  at  that  time  we  again  emphasized 
the  fact  that  procurement  was  to  be  by 
competitive  bids  after  general  advertis¬ 
ing.  We  then  passed  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Uniform  Procurement  Act.  It  lays 
down  the  law  that  all  contracts  and  all 
procurement  shall  be  done  by  competi¬ 
tive  bids  after  general  advertising. 
However,  we  did  include  in  that  law  a 
section  which  contained  17  exceptions, 
17  instances  in  which  competitive  bid¬ 
ding  would  not  be  required.  One  of 
those  was  during  a  period  of  national 
emergency  declared  by  the  Congress  or 
by  the  President.  Ih  1950  President 
Truman,  as  an  incident  of  the  Korean 
conflict,  declared  a  national  emergency. 
That  national  emergency  has  never  been 
terminated.  The  President  does  have 
the  power  to  terminate  it  if  he  should 
see  fit  to  do  so,  but  he  has  never  termi¬ 
nated  it.  Neither  has  Congress  termi¬ 
nated  it.  In  1956  we  brought  in  a  bill 
from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
which  would  have  terminated  it  as  to 
military  procurement.  It  passed  this 
House  but  was  never  passed  by  the  other 
body. 

Section  412,  included  in  this  bill,  pro¬ 
vides  simply  that  the  national  emergency 
declared  on  December  16,  1950,  shall  not 
be  used  as  a  basis  of  negotiation  except 
in  the  four  instances  which  we  provide 
here.  The  original  law  provided  that 
in  any  case  of  $1,000  or  less  competitive 
bids  would  not  be  necessary.  Because 
of  the  increase  in  prices,  we  raised  that 
to  $2,500.  Subsection  2  deals  with  pur¬ 
chases  or  contracts  for  nonperishable 
subsistence  supplies.  The  third  pro¬ 
vides  for  purchases  or  contracts  for 
property  or  services,  for  experimental, 
development,  or  research  work,  or  mak¬ 
ing  or  furnishing  property  for  experi¬ 
ment,  test,  development,  or  research,  not 
exceeding  $100,000.  Then  follows  the 
provision  for  small  business  and  labor 
distressed  areas. 


Hearings  on  this  bill  indicated  that 
construction  by  the  military  has  now 
been  awarded  on  competitive  bids  to  the 
extent  of  approximately  93  percent,  but 
on  other  procurement  the  negotiated 
contract  is  being  used  about  93  percent 
and  competitive  bids  only  about  7  per¬ 
cent.  Of  course,  that  takes  in  every  1 
of  the  17  exceptions  to  competitive  bid¬ 
ding.  But  because  of  the  Korean  emer¬ 
gency  in  9  months  last  year  the  Defense 
Department  acquired  various  supplies 
to  the  extent  of  $5,318,550,000,  or  38.94 
percent  of  dollar  expenditures.  All  this 
was  done  by  negotiation  under  the  Ko¬ 
rean  emergency. 

In  addition,  while  the  department 
lists  a  tremendous  amount  of  money 
that  is  expended  without  competitive 
bids  but  gives  one  of  the  other  16  excep¬ 
tions  as  the  basis  for  those  contracts,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  as  long  as  this 
national  emergency  can  be  resorted  .to, 
then  the  Department  just  administra- 
tratively  determines  that  it  comes  under 
one  or  another  exception,  and  they  pro¬ 
ceed  to  buy,  whereas  if  we  carry  out  what 
we  propose  in  this  bill,  we  will  come  back 
to  our  traditional  system,  what  the  Re¬ 
publican  80th  Congress  declared  should 
be  the  law  and  what  we  wrote  in  the 
Armed  Services  Uniform  Procurement 
Act.  As  several  gentlemen  have  said, 
this  is  an  excellent  provision  and  should 
be  enacted  into  law,  and  I  am  sure  will 
be  adopted. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  the  gentleman’s 
proposal  cover  offshore  procurements? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  No.  My  recollection  is 
that  that  would  come  within  one  of  the 
17  other  provisions.  Seven  percent  of 
construction  that  we  have  now  by  nego¬ 
tiated  contract  is  practically  all  overseas. 
We  do  not  find  that  procurement  in 
other  countries  comes  as  easily  under 
competitive  bidding  as  procurement  here 
in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  can  understand  that, 
and  I  want  to  commend  the  gentleman 
for  his  proposal,  but  I  hope  some  way 
can  be  devised  to  cover  offshore  pro¬ 
curement,  at  least  some  phases  of  it. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  am  not  sure  that  we 
are  at  this  time  in  a  position  to  write  a 
law  that  would  be  applicable  in  foreign 
countries,  with  their  different  _  systems 
of  doing  business,  with  their  different 
concepts  of  competitive  bids  and  things 
of  that  kind.  But,  I  think  we  are  going 
a  long  way  if  we  can  get  the  procure¬ 
ment  of  our  military  supplies  back  under 
the  general  law,  because  anyone  with  ex¬ 
perience  in  this  subject  knows  that  so 
long  as  you  require  competitive  bids, 
with  general  advertising,  you  avoid  fa¬ 
voritism,  and  the  opportunity  or  tempta¬ 
tions  for  dishonesty  are  reduced,  if  not 
eliminated.  I  am  sure  the  professional 
officers  of  the  military  services  who  are 
engaged  in  procurement  would  much 
rather  have  competitive  bidding  so  that 
their  careers  would  not  be  endangered 
as  they  are  now  every  day  of  the  week. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  should 
like  the  debate  to  show,  in  the  legisla¬ 
tive  history  of  the  discussion  of  this 
matter,  that  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  that  we  are  seeking  open  competi¬ 
tive  bidding,  not  the  type  of  bidding  by 
invitation  to  a  selected  few,  but  by  gen¬ 
eral  advertising,  which  would  be  true 
open  competitive  bidding. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Of  course,  I  know 
that  a  good  amount  of  the  bidding  that 
is  claimed  to  have  been  competitive  bid¬ 
ding  was  competitive  only  in  the  sense 
that  there  were  two  or  three  or  four  con¬ 
cerns  invited  to  bid  and  they  bid  in  com¬ 
petition.  But  this  provided  for  only  very 
limited  competition,  only  competition 
from  those  who  had  been  invited.  So 
that  I  have  attempted  to  see  to  it  that 
each  time  these  contracts  are  required 
by  law  to  be  awarded  upon  competitive 
bids  after  general  advertising. 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  certainly  agree  with  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Dur¬ 
ham], 

(Mr.  DURHAM  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks. ) 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
chairman  of  this  committee  did  such  an 
excellent  job  of  explaining  this  measure, 
as  he  usually  does.  I  do  not  think  I 
have  ever  seen  him  bring  a  bill  to  the 
floor  of  this  House  which  was  not  well 
thought  out  and  well  explained. 

My  remarks  will  be  in  the  nature  of  a 
brief  statement  on  the  Research  and 
Development  Command  and  the  con¬ 
struction  required  in  support  of  its  test 
and  development  programs. 

It  is  a  great  pleasure  for  me  to  do 
this  because  I  believe  that  our  future, 
possibly  our  very  existence,  as  a  Nation 
and  as  human  beings  depends  in  good 
measure  upon  the  results  of  the  efforts  of 
research  and  development.  My  reason¬ 
ing  is  this:  It  is  an  accepted  fact  that 
any  future  war  with  nuclear  weapons 
will  be  catastrophic  beyond  comprehen¬ 
sion.  It  is  also  an  accepted  fact  that 
this  Nation’s  airpower — Navy  and  Air 
Force — will  constitute  a  great  factor  in 
preventing  or  winning  any  future  war. 
Our  Nation  must  have  superior  airpower. 

Our  basic  philosophy  has  been  that 
superior  airpower,  seapower  and  land- 
power  are  possible  only  with  the  right 
quality  and  quantity.  We  have,  ip  our 
planning,  based  many  of  our  major 
policy  decisions  on  the  premise  that  we 
will  maintain  qualitative  superiority. 
We  have  depended  heavily  on  the*  ability 
of  this  Nation  to  continue  to  develop 
superior  weapons  systems.  We  have 
constantly  sought  qualitative  superiority 
i  ather  than  quantitative  superiority  and 
this  effort  must  continue. 

As  you  know,  the  primary  source  for 
maintaining  this  qualitative  superiority 
is  in  the  field  of  research  and  develop¬ 
ment.  In  this  bill  there  are,  in  round 
numbers,  items  of  research  and  devel¬ 


opment  construction  for  each  of  the 
three  services  as  follows; 

Army__ _ $11,000,000 

Navy _  9,  000,  000 

Air  Force _ _  24,  000,  000 

In  this  day  of  complicated  weapon 
systems,  a  new  device  rarely  comes  into 
being  as  a  result  of  accident  or  genius 
on  the  part  of  an  individual,  rather  it  is 
usually  the  result  of  thousands,  some¬ 
times  million  of  hours  of  research  and 
development  effort.  This  is  the  organi¬ 
zed  approach.  It  is  the  mission  of  our 
research  and  development  people  to  seek 
new  basic  knowledge;  to  develop  new 
and  improved  devices,  processes,  and 
techniques;  and  to  maintain  qualitative 
superiority  of  material. 

This  bill  will  provide  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  facilities  at  the  centers  in  sup¬ 
port  of  research  and  development  proj¬ 
ects  now  under  way  or  planned  in  the 
near  future. 

Due  to  the  complexity  of  our  current 
weapons  in  the  aerodynamic,  electronic, 
and  mechanical  fields,  and  because  of 
the  extremes  of  the  operating  conditions 
of  these  systems  in  both  altitudes  and 
speeds,  the  research  and  development 
plant  grows  more  complex  as  the  weap¬ 
ons  themselves  grow  more  complex. 

The  research  and  development  facili¬ 
ties  must  continually  be  capable  of  pro¬ 
viding  an  environment  in  which  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  our  weapons  can  flourish. 
An  example  of  this  type  of  environment 
is  the  Air  Force  Missile  Test  Center  lo¬ 
cated  in  Florida  which  has  been  con¬ 
structed  since  the  end  of  World  War  II 
to  fulfill  the  demanding  engineering  re¬ 
quirements  for  research,  development, 
and  operational  testing  of  our  missile 
systems.  It  has  the  capability  of  pin¬ 
pointing  these  missiles  from  the  surface 
to  an  altitude  of  450  miles  and  from 
Florida  to  the  Ascensions  in  the  South 
Atlantic,  a  distance  of  5,000  miles.  This 
center,  as  well  as  those  of  the  Army  and 
Navy,  were  developed  in  direct  fulfill¬ 
ment  of  a  research  and  development  re¬ 
quirement  and  have  greatly  assisted  in 
making  possible  our  tremendous  tech¬ 
nical  advances  in  all  of  the  scientific 
fields. 

Because  of  the  foresight  of  this  coun¬ 
try  in  constructing,  maintaining,  and 
improving  these  types  of  experimental 
and  testing  facilities,  the  United  States 
has  maintained  its  lead  in  weapons  su¬ 
periority  over  any  other  country  in  the 
world.  It  is  only  through  the  continued 
improvement  and  modernization  of 
these  facilities  as  reflected  in  the  cur¬ 
rent  research  and  development  con¬ 
struction  program  that  we  will  be  able 
to  keep  our  research  and  development 
plant  abreast  of  the  technical  require¬ 
ments  of  our  weapons  systems. 

I,  of  course,  support  this  entire  bill 
wholeheartedly,  and  I  have  stressed 
those  portions  relating  to  research  and 
development  only  because  of  my  intense 
personal  interest  in  this  field  of  activity. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Boland] 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  he  be 
permitted  to  speak  out  of  order. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  BOLAND  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

MRS.  GRACE  GOODHUE  COOLIDCE 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take 
this  time  to  announce  to  the  House  the 
death  of  Mrs.  Calvin  Coolidge,  widow 
of  the  30th  President  of  the  United 
States.  Her  death  came  quietly  at  12:50 
this  morning  in  her  beloved  and  beauti¬ 
ful  adopted  city  of  Northampton,  Mass., 
the  place  she  came  to  55  years  ago  to 
teach  the  deaf  and  dumb  and  the  place 
she  met  and  married '  the  man  who 
climbed  from  small  city  lawyer  to  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  Massachusetts,  to  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  and  President  of  this  great  land. 

That  Grace  Coolidge  played  a  leading 
and  important  role  in  the  meteoric  rise 
of  President  Coolidge  is  acknowledged 
by  all  modern  historians.  The  sim¬ 
plicity  of  her  manner,  her  extreme 
graciousness  and  her  enduring  charm 
were  attributes  which  overflowed  from 
her  great  personality.  She  was  a  great 
woman.  She  was  a  good  woman.  She 
was  possessed  with  a  fine  mind  and  a 
warm  heart. 

Her  goodness  and  her  warmness  were 
nowhere  better  exemplified  than  in  the 
career  she  entered  upon  graduating 
from  the  University  of  Vermont.  For 
she  came  to  Northhampton,  Mass.,  to 
teach  the  deaf  and  the  dumb — those 
unexplainable  tragedies  of  society  who 
are  bereft  of  speech  and  hearing. 

She  never  lost  her  interest  in  nor  h£r 
love  for  the  Clarke  School  for  the  Deaf 
and  Dumb  for  she  continued  as  a  trustee 
to  her  death  and  frequently  visited  the 
school  to  rejoice  in  its  advancement  and 
the  progress  of  its  children. 

Mr.  Coolidge’s  place  as  the  First  Lady 
of  the  Nation  during  her  years  in  the 
White  House  was  marked  by  the  same 
simplicity  and  graciousness  that  had  won 
friends  and  admirers  wherever  she  set 
up  house. 

She  understood  people  and  she  loved 
humanity.  Human  beings  were  her  in¬ 
terest,  her  career.  What  a  consolation 
and  asset  she  was  to  her  husband  as 
he  climbed  the  road  of  success  from 
councilman,  alderman,  city  solicitor, 
mayor  of  Northampton,  State  senator, 
lieutenant  governor,  governor,  Vice  Pres¬ 
ident,  and  the  crowning  jew  ell  of  all,  the 
Presidency  of  the  United  States. 

I  know  that  many  of  you,  especially 
our  elder  statesmen,  are  aware  that  Mrs. 
Coolidge  was  not  only  a  woman  of  ex¬ 
traordinary  ability  and  humane  instinct, 
but  that  she  was  also  a  person  of  great 
personal  charm  who  presided  over  the 
social  life  and  the  White  House  with  the 
dignity  and  graciousness  Of  a  perfect 
hostess. 

She  was  a  loyal  wife  who  rejoiced  in 
her  husband's  successes  and  encouraged 
him  to  overcome  the  obstacles  that  fre¬ 
quently  stood  in  his  path  during  his 
career.  She  consoled  him  in  times  of 
sorrow,  especially  in  1924  when  death 
took  their  son,  Calvin  Coolidge,  Jr.,  at 
the  age  of  17  and  may  I  note  in  passing 


1957 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


9937 


that  her  death  occurred  almost  on  the 
same  date  and  the  same  hour  of  the  33d 
anniversary  of  the  passing  of  Calvin,  Jr., 
on  whom  she  and  her  husband  had  set 
such  great  store. 

I  know  that  Northampton  and  the 
Nation  will  join  me  in  mourning  this 
truly  great  woman  and  expressing  sym¬ 
pathy  to  her  son,  John.  Mrs.  Coolidge 
will  be  remembered  not  only  for  her 
striking  personality  but  as  a  woman  who 
lived  her  life  with  a  sturdy  faith  in  God, 
inherited  from  her  rugged  Vermont 
ancestors.  She  will  be  remembered  as 
one  who  walked  humbly  all  her  days 
although  destiny  had  raised  her  into  the 
high  and  mighty  places. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
are  no  further  requests  for  time  and  I 
ask  that  the  Clerk  now  read  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc., 

title  x 

Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may 
establish  or  develop  military  installations 
and  facilities  by  acquiring,  constructing, 
converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including 
site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and 
equipment,  for  the  following  projects: 

Inside  the  United  States 
Technical  Services  Facilities 
(Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Md.:  Troop 
housing,  $2,288,000. 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Ala.:  Utilities, 
$2,015,000. 

Jet  propulsion  laboratory,  Calif.:  Utilities, 
$130,000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Ill.:  Supply  facil¬ 
ities,  and  utilities,  $758,000. 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebr. :  Maintenance 
facility,  $249,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Grounds,  N.  Mex.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  research  and  development 
facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $16,530,000. 

(Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Ga.:  Operational 
facility,  land  acquisition,  and  utilities, 
$595,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pa.: 
Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $464,000. 

Fort  Lee,  Va.:  Operational  facility,  storage 
facilities,  hospital  facility,  troop  housing, 
and  utilities,  $6,229,000. 

Seattle  Quartermaster  Market  Center, 
Wash.:  Land  acquisition,  $40,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  Calif.:  Operational 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $110,000. 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Tex.:  Opera¬ 
tional  facility,  and  land  acquisition,  $95,000. 
(Chemical  Corps) 

Fort  Detrick,  Md.:  Utilities,  $627,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop 
housing,  $54,000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Fort  Huachuca,  Ariz. :  Troop  housing, 
$1,936,000. 

(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Cold  regions  laboratory,  Hanover,  N.  H.: 
Research  and  development  facility,  $2,496,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Va.:  Operational  facilities, 
training  facility,  and  maintenance  facility, 
$1,654,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Ill.:  Utilities, 
$765,000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  N.  Y.:  Operational 
facilities,  $1,169,000. 

Charleston  TC  Depot,  S.  C.:  Operational 
facilities,  $306,000. 


Fort  Eustis,  Va.:  Operational  facilities, 
troop  housing,  administrative  facility,  and 
utilities,  $3,039,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  Calif. :  Medical  facility, 
$602,000. 

fMedical  Corps) 

Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center,  Colo.: 
Troop  housing,  $937,000. 

Walter  Reed  Medical  Center,  Washington, 
D.  C.:  Utilities,  $1,920,000. 

Field  Forces  Facilities 
/ 

(First  Army  area) 

Fort  Devens,  Mass.:  Operational  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $4,859,000. 

Fort  Dix,  N.  J.:  Maintenance  facilities, 
$303,000. 

(Second  Army  area) 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation,  Va.:  Troop 
housing,  $153,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Ky.:  Operational  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and 
Utilities,  $4,205,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Md.:  Administrative 
facility,  troop  housing  and  community  facil¬ 
ities,  $2,652,000. 

Fort  Ritchie,  Md.:  Troop  housing,  $820,000. 

(Third  Army  area) 

Fort  Benning,  Ga.:  Operational  facilities, 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,583,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  N.  C.:  Operational  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $1,051,000. 

Fort  Campbell,  Ky.:  Operational  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  utilities,  $5,117,000. 

Fort  Rucker,  Ala.:  Operational  facilities, 
and  troop  housing,  $5,703,000. 

Fort  Stewart,  Ga.:  Troop  housing,  $3,691,- 

000. 

(Fourth  Army  area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Tex.:  Operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  medical  facility,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $7,704,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Tex.:  Operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  administrative  facility, 
maintenance  facilities,  community  facility, 
and  uitilities,  $2,362,000. 

Fort  Polk,  La.:  Operational  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities,  $7,734,000. 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Tex.:  Acquisition  of 
land  and  improvements,  $675,000. 

(Fifth  Army  area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colo.:  Utilities,  $1,049,000. 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kans.:  Utilities,  $336,- 

000. 

Fort  Riley,  Kans.:  Operational  facility, 
maintenance  facility,  and  troop  housing, 
$2,525,000. 

Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Mo.:  Troop  housing, 
$4,663,000. 

(Sixth  Army  area) 

Fort  Lewis,  Wash.:  Operational  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facility,  and  utilities,  $1,- 
487,000. 

Fort  Ord,  Calf.:  Operational  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities,  $5,231,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  West 
Point,  N.  Y.:  Utilities,  $1,666,000. 

(Armed  Forces  special  weapons) 

Various  installations :  Operational  facility, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,056,- 
000. 

(Tactical  installations  support  facilities) 

Various  locations:  Operational  facility, 
maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  community  facilities, 
troop  housing,  family  housing,  and  utilities, 
$8,466,000. 


Outside  continental  United  States 
(Alaskan  area) 

Alaska  general,  Eielson  Air  Force  Base, 
Fort  Greely,  Ladd  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Rich¬ 
ardson,  and  tactical  installations:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  family  housing,  and 
utilities,  $4,143,000. 

(Pacific  command  area) 

Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Hawaii:  Medical 
facilities,  $154,000. 

(Caribbean  command  area) 

Fort  Buchanan,  P.  R.:  Community  facility, 
and  utilities,  $273,000. 

Fort  Gulick,  C.  Z.:  Community  facility, 
$289,000. 

(United  States  Army,  Europe) 

Various  locations:  Maintenance  facilities, 
and  storage  facilities,  $20,754,000. 

(Army  Forces  Far  East) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  utilities,  $9,000,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may 
establish  or  develop  classified  military  in¬ 
stallations  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  con¬ 
structing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or 
installing  permanent  or  temporary  public 
works,  including  land  acquisition,  site  prep¬ 
aration,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $143,002,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is 
authorized  to  purchase  out  of  appropriations 
available  for  military  construction  family 
housing  including  necessary  land  at,  or  near, 
military  tactical  installations  for  assignment 
as  public  quarters  to  military  personnel  and 
their  dependents.  Not  more  than  300  units 
of  such  housing  may  be  purchased  under  this 
section.  Space  limitations  per  unit  will  be 
in  accordance  with  subsections  (a) ,  (b) ,  and 
(c)  of  section  4774  of  title  10,  United  States 
Code,  and  cost  limitations  as  now  or  here¬ 
after  established  for  military  housing  con¬ 
structed  with  appropriated  funds. 

Sec.  104.  (a)  Public  Law  209,  83d  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  "Technical  services 
facilities  (Ordnance  Corps)”  with  respect  to 
Red  River  Arsenal,  Tex.,  strike  out  “$1,808,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,212,000.” 

(b)  Public  Law  209,  83d  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in 
clause  (1)  of  section  502  the  amounts  “$44,- 
003,000”  and  “$133,671,000”  and  inserting  in 
place  thereof  “$44,407,000”  and  “$134,075,- 
000,”  respectively. 

Sec.  105.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  83d  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading 
"Continental  United  States”  in  section  101, 
as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  "Technical  Services 
Facilities  (Signal  Corps)”  with  respect  to 
Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  sta¬ 
tion,  vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Md.,  strike 
out  “$2,360,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,137,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Field  Forces  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Military  Academy)”  with  respect  to 
United  States  Military  Academy,  N.  Y.,  strike 
out  “$9,950,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$11,983,000.” 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  83d  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in 
clause  (1)  of  section  502  the  amounts 
“$129,096,000”  and  “$236,060,000”  and  in¬ 
serting  in  place  thereof  “$131,906,000”  and 
“$238,870,000,”  respectively. 

Sec.  106.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  84th  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the 
heading  "Continental  United  States”  in  sec¬ 
tion  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “Technical  Serv¬ 
ices  Facilities  (Ordnance  Corps)  ” — 
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(1)  with  respect  to  Aberdeen  Proving 
Ground,  Md.,  strike  out  “$1,736,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,039,000.” 

(2)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  De¬ 
pot,  N.  Y..  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$212,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Technical  Serv¬ 
ices  Facilities  (Quartermaster  Corps)”— 
with  respect  to  Fort  Lee,  Va.,  strike  out 
“$8,589,000"  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$9,- 
874,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Technical  Services 
Facilities  (Chemical  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Camp  Detrick,  Md., 
strike  out  “$452,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$525,000.” 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dugway  Proving 
Ground,  Utah,  strike  out  “$1,129,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,491,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Technical  Services 
Facilities  (Transportation  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base, 
N.  Y„  strike  out  “$1,055,000”  and  ipsert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,240,000.” 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Eustis,  Va.,  strike 
out  “$6,597,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$8,072,000.'' 

Under  the  subheading  “Technical  Serv¬ 
ices  (Medical  Corps)" — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medical 
Center,  Tex.,  strike  out  “$549,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$876,000.” 

(2)  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hos¬ 
pital,  Wash.,  strike  out  “$333,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$669,000.” 

(3)  with  respect  to  Walter-  Reed  Army 
Medical  Center,  D.  C.,  strike  out  “$3,557,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,472,- 
000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Reid  Forces  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Second  Army  Area)” — with  respect 
to  Fort  Holabird,  Md.,  strike  out  “$612,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$800,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Field  Forces  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Third  Army  Area)” — with  respect  to 
Camp  Jackson,  S.  C.,  strike  out  “$5,000,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$10,400,000." 

Under  the  subheading  “Field  Forces  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Fourth  Army  Area)” — with  respect 
to  Fort  Hood,  Tex.,  strike  out  “$12,922,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$14,283,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Field  Forces  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Fifth  Army  Area)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Carson,  Colo., 
strike  out  “$7,487,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$8,621,000.” 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth, 
Kans.,  strike  out  “$8,615,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$9,893,000.” 

(3)  with  respect  to  Camp  Lucas,  Mich., 
strike  out  “$145,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$193,000.” 

Under  the  .subheading  “Field  Forces  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Proj¬ 
ect”) — with  respect  to  various  installations, 
strike  out  “$3,014,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,204,000.” 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  84th  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading 
“Outside  Continental  United  States”  in  sec¬ 
tion  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “Alaskan  Area” — 
with  respect  to  Wildwood  Station  (Kenai) 
strike  out  “$469,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$559,000.” 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  84th  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in 
clause  (1)  of  section  502  the  amounts 
“$225,277,000”,  “$74,984,000”,  and  “$534,254.- 
000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$240,- 
220,000”,  “$75,074,000”,  and  “$549,287,000”, 
respectively. 

Sec.  107.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  84th  Con¬ 
gress,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside 
the  United  States"  in  section  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “Technical  Services 
Facilities  (Ordnance  Corps)” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance 
Depot,  New  York,  strike  out  “$88,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$136,000.” 


(2)  with  respect  to  Redstone  Arsenal, 
Ala.,  strike  out  “$6,159,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$8,593,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Technical  Services 
Facilities  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Atlanta  General  Depot, 
strike  out  “$832,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$984,000.” 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Worth  General 
Depot,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,285,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,847,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Field  Forces  Facil¬ 
ities” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Bliss,  Tex.,  strike 
out  “$5,301,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$8,293,000.” 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Sill,  Okla., 
strike  out  “$4,173,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$5,798,000.” 

(3)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth, 

Kans.,  strike  out  “$1,092,000”  and  insert  in 

place  thereof  “$1,373,000.” 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  84th  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  sec¬ 
tion  102,  “$200,783,000”  and  inserting  in 
place  thereof  “$203,331,000.” 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  84th  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in 
clause  (1)  of  section  402  the  amounts  “$86,- 
916,000”,  “$200,783,000”,  and  “$323,462,000” 
and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,010,000”, 
“$203,331,000”,  and  “$334,104,000”,  respec¬ 
tively. 

TITLE  It 

Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may 
establish  or  develop  military  installations 
and  facilities  by  acquiring,  constructing, 
converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  includ¬ 
ing  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities, 
and  equipment  for  the  following  projects: 

Inside  the  United  States 
Shipyard  Facilities 

Naval  Engineering  Experiment  Station, 
Annapolis,  Md.:  Development  and  test  facil¬ 
ities,  $618,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Wash.:  Dry- 
dock,  $25,438,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.:  Utilities, 
$1,452,000. 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock,  Md. : 
Utilities,  $115,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  Calif.:  Facil¬ 
ities  for  remedying  effects  of  ground  subsi¬ 
dence,  $1,500,000. 

Naval  Submarine  Base,  New  London, 
Conn.:  Waterfront  facilities,  $2,966,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Norfolk,  Va.:  Utilities,  $2,- 
998,000. 

Naval  Shipyard.  Portsmouth,  N  H.:  Medi¬ 
cal  facilities,  $391,000. 

Fleet  Base  Facilities 

Naval  Station,  Key  West,  Fla.:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $1,326,000. 

Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  Calif.:  Water-- 
front  facilities,  $544,000. 

Naval  Station,  Newport,  R.  I.:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,- 
312,000. 

Naval  Base,  Norfolk,  Va.:  Waterfront  facil¬ 
ities,  $7,808,000. 

Aviation  Facilities 
(Naval  air  training  stations) 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chase  Field, 
Tex.:  Operational  facilities,  $566,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.: 
Operational  facilities  (optical  landing  sys¬ 
tem)  ,  $140,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco,  Ga.:  Utilities, 
$293,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville, 
Tex.:  Operational  facilities  (optical  landing 
system),  $160,000. 

Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Meridian,  Miss,: 
Operational  facilities  and  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  $15,067,000. 


Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia, 
La.:  Operational  facilities  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $3,653,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola,  Fla.:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $6,225,000. 

Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Saufley  Field, 
Fla. :  Operational  facilities  (tactical  air  navi¬ 
gation  facility) ,  $39,000. 

(Fleet  support  air  stations) 

Naval  Air  Station,  Alameda,  Calif.:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities  (guided  missile  support  fa¬ 
cilities)  ,  $185,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities  and  land  acquisition, 
$180,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cecil  Field.:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $7,751,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Crows 
Landing,  Calif.:  Operational  facilities  (tac¬ 
tical  air  navigation  facility),  $39,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Edenton,  N.  C.: 
Operational  facilities,  $199,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro, 
Calif.:  Operational  facilities,  messhall,  and 
land  acquisition,  $4,774,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Fallon,  Nev.: 
Operational  facilities  and  land  acquisition, 
$4,199,000. 

Naval  Seaplane  Facility,  Harvey  Point.  N. 
C.:  Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facili¬ 
ties,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities,  $5,728,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Jacksonville,  Fla.:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities  (tactical  air  navigation 
facility),  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Key  West,  Fla.:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities  (optional  landing  system), 
$130,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lemoore,  Calif.:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $30,594,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station.  Mayport, 
Fla.:  Operational  facilities,  $384,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar,  Calif.:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $3,401,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Norfolk,  Va.:  Operation¬ 
al  facilities  and  maintenance  facilities,  $5,- 
467,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  North  Island,  San  Diego, 
Calif.:  Maintenance  facilities  and  supply  fa¬ 
cilities,  $7,964,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Oceana,  Va.:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $6,975,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Quonset  Point,  R.  I.: 
Operational  facilities  (aircraft  parking 
areas),  $882,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  San  Clem¬ 
ente  Island,  Calif.:  Operational  facilities, 
waterfront  facilities,  and  utilities,  $9,448,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Whidbey  Island,  Wash.: 
Operational  facilities  and  land  acquisition, 
$9,365,000. 

(Marine  Corps  air  stations) 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Beau¬ 
fort,  S.  C.:  Operational  facilities,  supply  fa¬ 
cilities,-  and  administrative  facilities,  $2,- 
632,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point, 
N.  C. :  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  facilites,  supply  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $6,503,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro,  Calif.: 
Operational  facilities  $3,620,000. 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mo¬ 
jave,  Calif.:  Land  acquisition,  $3,281,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,  New  River, 
N.  C.:  Operational  facilities  and  utilities, 
$132,000. 

(Specal  purpose  air  stations) 

Naval  Air  Development  Center,  Johnsville, 
Pa.:  Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent  River,  Md.: 
Operational  facilities,  $2,209,000. 

Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugu, 
Calif. :  Operational  facilities  (including  op- 
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erational  facilities  on  San  Nicolas  Island), 
$3,479,000. 

Naval  Air  Facility,  John  H.  Towers  Field 
(location  to  be  determined)  :  Land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $3,200,000. 

Supply  Facilities 

Electronics  Supply  Office,  Great  Lakes,  Ill. : 
Administrative  facilities,  $92,000. 

Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office,  Mechanics- 
burg,  Pa.:  Administrative  facilities,  $155,000. 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia,  Pa.: 
Administrative  facilities,  $550,000. 

Marine  Corps  Facilities 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Albany,  Ga.: 
Community  facilities,  $140,000. 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Barstow, 
Calif. :  Maintenance  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $8,- 
001,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune,  N.  C.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities,  $4,256,000. 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island, 
S.  C.:  Training  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,199,- 
000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton,  Calif. : 
Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,469,000. 

Marine  Corps  Schools,  Quantico,  Va.:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  development  and  test  fa¬ 
cilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
Utilities,  $2,213,000. 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  San  Diego, 
Calif.:  Training  facilities,  $116,000. 

Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twenty- 
nine  Palms,  Calif.:  Training  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $2,331,000. 

Ordnance  Facilities 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Bangor,  Wash.: 
Utilities,  $316,000. 

Naval  Ordnance  Test  Station,  China  Lake, 
Calif.:  Supply  facilities,  $114,000. 

Naval  Ordnance  Laboratory,  Corona,  Calif.: 
Research  and  development  facilities,  $494,000. 

Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Dain- 
gerfield,  Tex.:  Research  and  development 
facilities,  $2,649,000. 

Applied  Physics  Laboratory,  Howard  Coun¬ 
ty,  Md. :  Research  and  development  facilities, 
$1,452,000. 

Naval  Magazine,  Port  Chicago,  Calif.: 
Maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $723,000. 

Service  School  Facilities 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Md.;'  Dormi¬ 
tory  foundations,  $1,602,000. 

Naval  Receiving  Station,  Charleston,  S.  C.: 
Troop  housing,  $1,225,000. 

Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  Ill.: 
Training  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 
$5,598,000. 

Naval  Training  Center,  San  Diego,  Calif.: 
Training  facilities  and  troop  housing,  $5,375,- 
000. 

Communication  Facilities 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Norfolk, 
Va.:  Operational  facilities,  $443,000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Newport, 
R.  I.:  Operational  facilities,  $1,397,- 
000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,  San  Diego, 
Calif.:  Operational  facilities,  $100,000. 

Naval  Communication  Center,  Stockton, 
Calif.:  Operational  facilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $460,000. 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Washington  County, 
Maine:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$13,982,000. 

Office  of  Naval  Research  Facilities 

Naval  Research  Laboratory,  District  of 
Columbia:  Research  and  development  facil¬ 
ities,  $180,000. 

Yards  and  Docks  Facilities 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.:  Utilities, 
$332,000. 

Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk,  Va.:  Utili¬ 
ties,  $3,244,000. 


Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center,  Port 
Hueneme,  Calif.:  Supply  facilities  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  $759,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

Shipyard  Facilities 

Naval  Shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  T.  H.: 
Waterfront  facilities  and  operational  facili¬ 
ties,  $6,076,000. 

Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine 
Islands:  Maintenance  facilities,  hospital 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  utilities,  $3,287,000. 

Naval  Station,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philip¬ 
pine  Islands:  Troop  housing  and  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  ground 
improvements,  $8,993,000. 

Fleet  Base  Facilities 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Hospital  fa¬ 
cilities,  community  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $1,005,000. 

Commander-in-Chief  Pacific,  Headquar¬ 
ters,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  T.  H.:  Administra¬ 
tion  facilities  and  utilities,  $332,000. 

Naval  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba: 
Utilities,  $4,699,000. 

Naval  Station,  San  Juan,  P.  R.:  Utilities, 
$190,000. 

Aviation  Facilities 

Naval  Air  Station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana 
Islands:  Operational  facilities  (Guided 

missile  support  facilities) ,  $428,000. 

Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Family 
housing  and  community  facilities,  $1,793,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Barber’s  Point,  Oahu, 
T.  H.:  Operational  facilities  (aircraft  park¬ 
ing  areas),  $2,088,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cubi  Point,  Luzon, 
Philippine  Islands:  Operational  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $149,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba: 
Operational  facilities,  $5,730,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Kaneohe  Bay, 
Oahu,  T.  H.:  Operational  facilities,  $249,000. 

Naval  Station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands: 
Operational  facilities  (tactical  air  naviga¬ 
tion  facilities) ,  $69,000. 

Naval  Station,  Midway  Islands,  T.  H. :  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities  (tactical  air  navigation 
facility),  $69,000. 

Naval  Air  Facility,  Naha,  Okinawa:  Water¬ 
front  facilities  at  White  Beach,  $504,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  P.  R. : 
Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  utilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $15,182,000. 

Supply  Facilities 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Supply  facil¬ 
ities,  $1,550,000. 

Naval  Station,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands: 
Community  facilities,  $884,000. 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon, 
Philippine  Islands:  Supply  facilities  and 
utilities,  $2,098,000. 

Ordnance  Facilities 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu,  T.  H. : 
Maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $904,000. 

Communication  Facilities 

Naval  communication  station,  Adak, 
Alaska:  Troop  housing,  $1,053,000. 

Naval  station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 
$898,000. 

Naval  communication  station,  Finegayan, 
Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Troop  housing, 
$594,000. 

Naval  security  group  activity,  Istanbul, 
Turkey:  'Operational  facilities,  and  troop 
housing,  $130,000. 

Naval  security  group  activity,  Sakata, 
Japan:  Operational  facilities,  $69,000. 

Naval  security  group  activity,  southern 
Japan:  Operational  facilities,  housing,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $726,000. 

Naval  radio  station,  Wahiawa,  Oahu,  T.  H. : 
Operation  facilities,  $4,392,000. 

Public  works  center,  Guantanamo  Bay, 
Cuba:  Utilities,  $1,093,000. 


Yards  and  Docks  Facilities 

Public  works  center,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon, 
Philippine  Islands:  Maintenance  facilities 
$393,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may 
establish  or  develop  classified  naval  instal¬ 
lations  and  facilities  by  constructing,  con¬ 
verting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  perma¬ 
nent  or  temporary  public  works,  including 
land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurte¬ 
nances,  utilities,  and  equipment  in  the  total 
amount  of  $65,091,000. 

Sec.  203.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  82d  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading 
“Continental  United  States"  in  section  201, 
as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “Yards  and  Docks 
Facilities,”  with  respect  to  “Various  loca¬ 
tions”,  strike  out  “$4,500,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$5,460,000.” 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  82d  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  sec¬ 
tion  202,  "$86,397,000”  and  inserting  in  place 
thereof  “$95,489,000.” 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  82d  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in 
clause  (2)  of  section  402  the  amounts  “$138,- 
183,000”,  “$36,397,000”,  and  “$256,875,000” 
and  inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof, 
“$139,143,000”,  “$95,489,000”,  and  “$266,927,- 
000.” 

Sec.  204.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  -83d  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading 
“Continental  United  States”  in  section  201 
as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “Aviation  Facilities” 
with  respect  to  the  naval  auxiliary  air  sta¬ 
tion,  El  Centro.  Calif.,  strike  out  “$225,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$369,000”;  with 
respect  to  the  Marine  Corps  air  station,  El 
Toro,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$1,675,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$2,030,000”;  and  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  naval  air  station,  Glenview,  Ill., 
strike  out  “$70,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$170,000.” 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  83d  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out,  in  sec¬ 
tion  202,  “$63,358,000”  and  inserting  in  place 
thereof  “$70,656,000.” 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  83d  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in 
clause  (2)  of  section  502  the  amounts 
“$102,956,000”,  “$63,358,000”,  “$202,807,000” 
and  inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof 
“$103,555,000”,  “$70,656,000”.  and  $210,- 

704,000.” 

Sec.  205.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  84th  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the 
heading  “Continental  United  States”  in  sec¬ 
tion  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “Shipyard 
Facilities,”  with  respect  to  the  naval  repair 
facility,  San  Diego,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$629,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,099,000.” 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “Fleet  Base 
Facilities,”  with  respect  to  the  naval  station. 
Orange,  Tex.,  strike  out  “$399,000”  and  Insert 
in  place  thereof  “$563,000.” 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “Aviation 
Facilities  (Naval  Air  Training  Stations),” 
with  respect  to  the  naval  auxiliary  air  sta¬ 
tion,  Kingsville,  Tex.,  strike  out  “$3,686,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,292,000”; 
and  with  respect  to  the  naval  auxiliary  air 
station,  New  Iberia,  La.,  strike  out  “$24,361,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,871,000.” 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  "Aviation 
Facilities  (Fleet  Support  Air  Stations),” 
with  respect  to  the  naval  air  station,  Ala¬ 
meda,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$3,729,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$4,217,000”;  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  naval  air  station,  Moffett  Field, 
Calif.,  strike  out  “$2,581,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$4,355,000”;  and  with  respect 
to  the  outlying  field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Duval 
County,  Fla.,  strike  out  “$1,087,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$1,587,000.” 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “Aviation 
Facilities  (Special  Purpose  Air  Stations),” 
with  respect  to  the  naval  air  station,  Lake- 
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hurst,  N,  J.,  strike  out  "$16,311,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$17,911,000.” 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  "Ordnance 
Facilities,”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Ord¬ 
nance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Daingerfield, 
Tex.,  strike  out  “$1,111,000"  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,751,000";  and  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  naval  ordnance  test  station, 
Inyokern,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$375,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$475,000.” 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “Service  School 
Facilities”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Powder 
Factory,  Indian  Head,  Md.,  strike  out 
“$780,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$879,000.” 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  84th  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading 
“Outside  Continental  United  States”  in  sec¬ 
tion  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “Aviation 
Facilities,”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station, 
Kwajelein,  Marshall  Islands,  strike  out 
“$4,411,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$5,235,000.” 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “Communica¬ 
tion  Facilities,"  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Communication  Facility,  Port  Lyautey, 
French  Morocco,  strike  out  “$2,848,600”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,198,600.” 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  84th  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  sec¬ 
tion  202  “$151,342,400”  and  inserting  in  place 
thereof  “$152,763,400.” 

(d)  Public  Law  161,  84th  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in 
clause  (2)  of  section  502  the  amounts 
“$299,512,600,"  “$107,191,300,”  “$151,342,400,” 
and  “$564,046,300”  and  inserting  respectively 
in  place  thereof  “$308,463,600”,  “$108,365,- 
300,”  “$152,763,400,”  and  “$575,592,300.” 

Sec.  206.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  84th  Con¬ 
gress,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “In¬ 
side  the  United  States"  in  section  201,  as 
follows : 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “Shipyard 
Facilities”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Ship¬ 
yard,  Charleston,  S.  C.,  strike  out  “$148,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$191,000”;  and 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Long 
Beach,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$5,984,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$8,169,000.” 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “Fleet  Base 
Facilities,"  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station, 
Long  Beach,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$2,256,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,623,000”;  and 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Norfolk, 
Va.,  strike  out  “$2,844,000"  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,340,000.” 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “Aviation  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Fleet  Support  Air  Stations),”  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar, 
Calif.,  strike  out  “$8,835,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$11,040,000.” 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  "Aviation  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Special  Purpose  Air  Stations),”  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center, 
Point  Mugu,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$1,682,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,010,000.” 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “Service  School 
Facilities”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Acad¬ 
emy,  Annapolis,  Md.,  strike  out  “$7,469,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$10,919,000.” 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “Communica¬ 
tions  Facilities,”  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Communication  Station,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  strike  out  “$2,029,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,lT79,000.M 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “Yards  and 
Docks  Facilities,”  with  respect  to  the  Public 
Works  Center,  Norfolk.  Va.,  strike  out 
“$443,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$500,000.” 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  84th  Congress,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the 
United  States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “Aviation 
Facilities,”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air 
Station,  Atsugi,  Japan,  strike  out  “$1,961,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,337,000.” 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  84th  Congress,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  section  203, 


“$84,043,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof 
“$85,939,000.” 

(d)  Public  Law  968,  84th  Congress,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of 
section  402  the  amounts  “$292,572,000,” 
“$61,625,000,”  “$84,043,000,”  and  “$438,240,- 
000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place  there¬ 
of  “$303,453,000,”  “$62,001,000,”  “$85,939,000,” 
and  “$451,393,000.” 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
may  establish  or  develop  military  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  by  acquiring  constructing, 
converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including 
site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and 
equipment,  for  the  following  projects. 

Inside  the  United  States 
Air  Defense  Command 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minn.; 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,499,000. 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vt.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $594,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash.:  Maintenance 
facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,583,000. 

Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow,  Mont.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  troop  housing,  family  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,048,000. 

Grank  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grank  Forks, 
N.  Dak.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,466,000. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$2,184,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael, 
Calif.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $614,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie, 
Mich.:  Family  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$429,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette, 
Mich.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$905,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath 
Falls,  Oreg.:  Maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,299,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Wash.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,103,000. 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tenn.: 
Supply  facilities  and  community  facilities, 
$289,000. 

Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  N.  Dak.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $6,804,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara 
Falls,  N.  Y.:  Supply  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $974,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Mass.: 
Troop  housing,  family  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,074,000. 


Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  Calif.: 
Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,082,000. 

Peterson  Field,  Colorado  Springs,  Colo.: 
Land  acquisition,  $136,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland, 
Oreg.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $4,328,- 
000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle, 
Maine:  Community  facilities,  $244,000. 

Richard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasvllle, 
Wis.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $7,804,000. 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens, 
Mich.:  Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,898,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City. 
Iowa:  Operational  and  training  facilities  and 
supply  facilities,  $248,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  N.  Y.: 
Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  and  real 
estate  improvement,  $2,149,000.. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhamp- 
ton  Beach,  N.  Y.:  Supply  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,144,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wis.:  Community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $1,128,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Fla.: 
Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvemetrts,  $3,186,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air.  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Mich.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,909,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio:  Community  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $358,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  and  land  acquisition,  $48,178,- 
000. 

Air  Materiel  Command 

Brookley  Air  Foroe  Base,  Mobile,  Ala.: 
Troop  housing,  $405,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  N.  Y. :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  research,  development,  and  test 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $10,- 
659,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $1,911,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Tex.: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $899,000. 

Marietta  Air  Force  Station,  Marietta,  Pa.: 
Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,438,- 
000. 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento, 
Calif.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $5,133,000. 

Olmstead  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pa.: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 
$1,673,000.  / 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Ga.:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$20,507,000. 
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Rushmore  Air  Force  Station,  Rapid  City, 
S.  Dak.:  Community  facilities,  $56,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,674,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton, 
Ohio;  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
research,  development,  and  test  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $2,077,000. 

Air  Proving  Ground  Command 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Fla.: 
Research,  development,  and  test  facilities 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $6,784,000. 

Air  Research  and  Development  Command 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  Calif.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research, 
development,  and  test  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $1,987,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamagordo,  N. 
Mex.:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  re¬ 
search,  development,  and  test  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$11,869,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base,  Indian 
Springs,  Nev.:  Community  facilities, 

$206,000. 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Basev  Albuquerque, 
N.  Mex. :  Supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,823,000. 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford, 
Mass.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  research,  develop¬ 
ment,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community-  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$4,029,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Fla.:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  research,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  test  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,962,000. 

Air  Training  Command 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Tex.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $4,785,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Ala. :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $2,193,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo, 
Tex.:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $489,000. 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Tex.: 
Community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$424,000. 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Miss.:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
and  community  facilities,  $2,209,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Ariz.: 
Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$2,110,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  Calif.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land 
acquisition,  $8,249,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kans.: 
Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  es¬ 
tate  improvements,  $763,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Ga.:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $938,000. 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nev.:' 
Community  facilities,  $436,000. 


Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Tex.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $460,000. 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base.  San  Antonio, 
Tex.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,858,000. 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Tex.:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,909,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Ill. :  Util- 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $653,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls, 
Tex. :  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  real-estate  im¬ 
provement,  $4,200,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nev.:  Troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities, 
$1,945,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Okla.:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,977,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Tex.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  and  utilities,  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $4,118,000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Ariz.: 
Maintenance  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $865,000. 

Air  University 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Ala.: 
Land  acquisition,  $50,000. 

Continental  Air  Command 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Tex.: 
Medical  facilities,  $952,000. 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Ga.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $139,000. 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  N.  Y.: 
Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $337,000. 

Military  Air  Transport"  Service 

Aeronautical  chart  and  information  cen¬ 
ter,  St.  Louis,  Mo.:  Utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $620,000. 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs, 
Md.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$920,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston, 
S.  C.:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,216,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Del.:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,' 
$2,089,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown, 
N.  J.:  Maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$496,000. 

Strategic  Air  Command 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Okla.:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  mainten¬ 
ance  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$848,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport, 
La.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities,  $3,344,000. 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  Calif. : 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  hos¬ 
pital  and  medical  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $9,680,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Tex.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  and  supply  facilities, 
$1,487,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Tex.:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  supply  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  troop  housing,  $5,557,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville, 
Ark.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $11,510,000. 
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Eunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Ind.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $9,584,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth, 
Tex. :  Operational  and  training  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  traap  housing,  land  acquisition, 
and  real-estate  improvements,  $2,059,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  Calif. : 
Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  land  acquisition,  and  real-estate  im¬ 
provements,  $2,976,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton, 
Okla. :  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$536,000. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base.  Columbus, 
Miss.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$2,468,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson, 
Ariz.:  Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $2,411,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $14,759,000. 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Tex. :  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $100,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City, 
S.  Dak. :  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$2,258,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Wash.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $1,480,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kans. : 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  and 
supply  facilities,  $1,357,000. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $34,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville, 
Miss.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $19,389,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead, 
Fla.:  Maintenance  facilities,  $380,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Ga.: 
Troop  housing  and  community  facilities, 
$994,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles, 
La.:  Real-estate  improvements,  $179,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Wash.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $13,112,000. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio,  Tex.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $250,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebr.: 
Land  acquisition,  $37,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus, 
Ohio:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
Improvements,  $2,364,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties,  and  ground  improvements,  $7,322,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Fla. :  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  supply  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $936,000. 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls, 
Mont.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements.  $3,518,000. 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside.  Calif.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  and  troop 
housing,  $2,347,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain 
Home,  Idaho:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements.  $2,022,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebr.:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing. 
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community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $7,681,- 
000. 

Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburgh, 
N.  Y.:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $231,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth, 
N.  H.:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $2,344,000. 

Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kans.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,892,000. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  Calif.;  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$3,528,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Ga.:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $8,628,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell,  N.  Mex.: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $9,697,000. 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls, 
Mass.;  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,901,- 
000. 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base.  Knobnoster, 
Mo.:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $235,000. 

Tactical  Air  Command 
Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  N.  Mex.; 
Maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  Improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $2,149,000. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base.  Greeneville, 
S.  C.:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  $1,- 
287,000. 

England  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  La.; 
Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $1,558,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Tex.:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  and  land  acquisition,  $760,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  Calif.: 
Supply  facilities  and  community  facilities, 
$2,478,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Va.: 
Supply  facilities  and  utilities  and  ground 
imorovements,  $1,255,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Myrtle  Beach, 
S.  C.:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and 
real-estate  improvements,  $1,204,000. 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tenn.: 
Community  facilities,  $745,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Golds¬ 
boro,  N.  C.:  Operational  and  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
land  acquisition,  and  real-estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $11,558,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  S.  C.:  Troop 
housing  and  community  facilities,  $1,184,000. 

Wendcver  Air  Force  Base,  Wendover,  Utah: 
Operational  and  training  facilities  and  fam¬ 
ily  housing,  $2,035,000. 

Special  Facilities 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  $229,000. 

Aircraft  Control  and  Warning  System 
Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements  and  land  acquisition, 
$7,331,000. 


Outside  the  United  States 

Alaskan  Air  Command 
Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  $430,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Operation 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $4,742,000. 

Galena  Airfield:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  $350,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,630,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements  and  land  acquisition,  $11,500,000. 

Air  Materiel  Command 
Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$1,366,000. 

Caribbean  Air  Command 
Howard  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  $1,400,000. 

Far  East  Air  Forces 

Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities,  $2.- 
642,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$12,738,000. 

Military  Air  Transport  Service 
Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $15,006,000. 

Strategic  Air  Command 
Andersen  Air  Force  Base,  Guam:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $820,000. 

Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements 
and  land  acquisition,  $3,783,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$59,613,000. 

United  States  Air  Forces  in  Europe 
Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$39,217,000. 

Special  Facilities 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  $170,000. 

Aircraft  Control  and  Warning  System 
Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $70  million. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
may  establish  or  develop  classified  military 
installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  con¬ 
structing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  in¬ 
stalling  permanent  or  temporary  public 
works,  including  land  acquisition,  site  prep¬ 
aration,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment  in  the  total  amount  of  $65  million. 

Sec.  303.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  83d  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading 
“Continental  United  States”  in  section  301, 
as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  "Air  Defense  Com¬ 
mand” — with  respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan 
Station,  Pescadero,  Calif.,  strike  out 
“$224,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$584,000”. 


Under  the  subheading  "Strategic  Air  Com¬ 
mand” — with  respect  to  Clinton-Sherman 
Airport,  Clinton,  Crkla.,  strike  out  “$11.- 
393,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$12,- 
686,000”;  and  strike  out  “$1,463,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,756,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Continental  Air 
Command” — with  respect  to  Mitchel  Air 
Force  Base,  Hempstead,  N.  Y.,  strike  out 
“$729,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$929,000”;  and  strike  out  “$686,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$886,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Command” — with  respect  to  Ed¬ 
wards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  Calif.,  strike 
out  “$27,478,000”  and  insert  in  place  there¬ 
of  “$29,442,000”;  and  strike  out  “$16,192,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$18,156,000.” 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  83d  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in 
clause  (3)  of  section  502  so  much  as  reads 
“$406,120,000”  and  “$415,949,000”  and  in¬ 
serting  in  place  thereof  “$409,937,000”  and 
“$419,766,000,”  respectively. 

Sec.  304.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  84th  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended,  under  the 
heading  “Continental  United  States”  in  sec¬ 
tion  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “Air  Defense  Com¬ 
mand” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane, 
Wash.,  strike  out  “$1,716,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,717,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Grand  Fork  site,  North 
Dakota,  strike  out  “$7,709,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$9,220,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base, 
Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Mich.,  strike  out  "$2,029,- 
000  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,195,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Minot  site,  North 
Dakota,  strike  out  “$6,603,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$7,268,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base, 
Oxnard,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$2,445,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,935,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Selfridge  Air  Force 
Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Mich.,  strike  out  $5,- 
526,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,445,- 
000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Youngstown  Municipal 
Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$742,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$893,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Yuma  County  Airport, 
Yuma,  Ariz.,  strike  out  “$2,107,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,676,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Air  Materiel  Com¬ 
mand” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brookley  Air  Force 
Base,  Mobile,  Ala.,  strike  out  “$4,170,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  "$4,728,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base, 
Rome,  N.  Y.,  strike  out  “$15,803,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  "$16,654,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force 
Base,  Sacramento,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$9,522,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,970,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air 
Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$12,- 
001,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$14,- 
508,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Air  Training  Com¬ 
mand” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force 
Base,  Houston,  Tex.,  strike  out  “$3,438,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,876,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Goodfellow  Air  Force 
Base,  San  Angelo,  Tex,,  strike  out  “$4,081,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$?  088,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Greenville  Air  Foroe 
Base,  Greenville,  Miss.,  strike  out  “$500,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$545,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Harlingen  Air  Force 
Base,  Harlingen,  Tex.,  strike  out  “$446,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  "$529,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  James  Connally  Air 
Force  Base,  Waco,  Tex.,  strike  out  “$883,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,129,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Mather  Air  Force  Base, 
Sacramento,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$1,516,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,998,000"; 
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(7)  with  respect  to  Reese  Air  Force  Base, 
Lubbock,  Tex.,  strike  out  "$1,076,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  "$1,304,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Williams  Air  Force 
Base,  Chandler,  Ariz.,  strike  out  “$1,215,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,556,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  "Headquarters 
Command” — with  respect  to  Bolling  Air 
Force  Base,  Washington,  D.  C.,  strike  out 
"$520,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$825,- 
000.” 

Under  the  subheading  "Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Command” — with  respect  to 
Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  (Kirtland 
Auxiliary  No.  1),  Clark,  Nev.,  strike  out 
"$555,500”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$624,- 
500.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Strategic  Air  Com¬ 
mand” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force 
Base,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  strike  out  “$5,929,- 
000"  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ”$7,363,000.” 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dow  Air  Force  Base, 
Bangor,  Maine,  strike  out  "$11,155,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$12,218,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Travis  Air  Force  Base, 
Fairfield,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$9,769,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,473,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base, 
Roswell,  N.  Mex.,  strike,  out  “$6,657,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,324,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Tactical  Air  Com¬ 
mand” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Alexandria  Air  Force 
Base,  Alexandria,  La.,  strike  out  “$2,684,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,527,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force 
Base,  Peru,  Ind.,  strike  out  “$559,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$611,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  George  Air  Force  Base, 
Victorville,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$1,598,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ”$1,905,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Larson  Air  Force  Base, 
Moses  Lake,  Wash.,  strike  out  "$4,724,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,197,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Sewart  Air  Force  Base, 
Smyrna,  Tenn.,  strike  out  “$3,589,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,010,000.” 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  84th  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading 
"Outside  Continental  United  States”  in  sec¬ 
tion  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  heading  "Alaska  Air  Com¬ 
mand” — with  respect  to  Galena  Airfield, 
strike  out  “$518,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$735,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “area  control  navi¬ 
gational  aids” — with  respect  to  various  loca¬ 
tions,  strike  out  “$526,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,394,000.” 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  84th  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in 
clause  (3)  of  section  502  the  amounts  “$801,- 
256,000”,  "$532,454,000”,  and  $1,339,060,000” 
and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$824,300,000”, 
"$533,539,000”,  and  "$1,363,189,000”,  respec¬ 
tively. 

Sec.  305.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  84th  Con¬ 
gress,  is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  301,  as 
follows : 

Under  the  subheading  "air  defense  com¬ 
mand” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Duluth  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Duluth,  Minn.,  strike  out  “$836,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,469,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane, 
Wash.,  strike  out  “$2,827,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  "$3,079,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Glasgow  Air  Force  Base, 
Glasgow,  Mont.,  strike  out.  "$2,470,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,080,000.” 

(4)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  Air  Force 
Base,  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  strike  out  “$18,- 
969,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  $30,- 
521,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Grandview  Air  Force 
Base,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  strike  out  “$1,673,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  "$1,781,- 
000”; 


(6)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base, 
Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Mich.,  strike  out  “$2,- 
156,000”  and  Insert  in  place  thereof  "$2,- 
336,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Klamath  Falls  Munic¬ 
ipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Oreg.,  strike 
out  “$1,130,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
"$1,560,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Minot  Air  Force  Base, 
Minot,  N.  Dak.,  strike  out  "$21,215,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$27,035,000”; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Niagara  Falls  Muni¬ 
cipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y.,  strike  out 
“$3,030,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
"$3,409,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force 
Base,  Camarillo,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$2,392,000” 
and  insert  £n  place  thereof  "$2,779,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Sioux  City  Municipal 
Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  strike  out  “$2,- 
288,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,- 
900,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Truax  Field,  Madison, 
Wis.,  strike  out  "$4,876,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$8,726,000”; 

(13)  with  respect  to  Wurtsmith  Air  Force 
Base,  Oscoda,  Mich.,  strike  out  “$3,278,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,808,000”; 

(14)  with  respect  to  various  locations, 
strike  out  "$21,510,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  "$26,201,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  com¬ 
mand”  — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Grlffiss  Air  Force  Base, 
Rome,  N.  Y.,  strike  out  “$17,966,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$22,005,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Searsport  Fuel  Storage 
Station,  Searsport,  Maine,  strike  out  “$473,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$745,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Tacoma  Fuel  Storage 
Station,  Tacoma,  Wash.,  strike  out  “$129,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$251,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Tinker  Air  Force  Base, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  strike  out  “$5,990,- 
000"  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,763,- 
000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “air  training  com¬ 
mand” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Amarillo  Oir  Force 
Base,  Amarillo,  Tex.,  strike  out  “$17,121,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,471,- 
000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Craig  Air  Force  Base, 
Selma,  Ala.,  strike  out  “$18,000”  arid  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$22,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  Force 
Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Tex.,  strike  out  “$24,- 
433,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$33,- 
858,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Stead  Air  Force  Base, 
Reno,  Nev.,  strike*  out  “$2,221,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  "$3,063,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Vance  Air  Force  Base, 
Enid,  Okla.,  strike  out  “$977,000”  and,  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,064,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “air  university” — 
with  respect  to  Maxwell  Air  Force  Base, 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  strike  out  “$215,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$311,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air 
command” — 

(1)  wi^h  respect  to  Beale  Air  Force  Base, 
Marysville,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$13,395,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$15,993,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dobbins  Air  Force  Base, 
Marietta,  Ga.,  strike  out  “$345,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$500,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  de¬ 
velopment  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Laurence  G.  Hanscom 
Field,  Bedford,  Mass.,  strike  out  “$6,939,000” 
and  Insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,530,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force 
Base,  Muroc,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$5,488,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,220,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Strategic  Air  Com¬ 
mand” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Biggs  Air  Force  Base, 
El  Paso,  Tex.,  strike  out  “$922,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$1,190,000”; 
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(2)  with  respect  to  Castle  Air  Force  Base, 
Merced,  Calif.,  strike  out  “$2,179,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,643,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Columbus  Air  Force 
Base,  Columbus,  Miss.,  strike  out  “$14,518,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$15,322,- 
000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Ellsworth  Air  Force 
Base,  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.,  strike  out  “$943,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,075,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Homestead  Air  Force 
Base,  Homestead,  Fla.,  strike  out  “$1,694,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,966,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Lockbourne  Air  Force 
Base,  Columbus,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$4,952,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  "$7,880,000"; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force 
Base,  Great  Falls,  Mont.,  strike  out  “$1,236,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,586,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Mountain  Home  Air 
Force  Base,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho,  strike 
out  “$2,064,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,607,000”; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Offutt  Air  Force  Base, 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  strike  out  “$5,697,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,155,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Plattsburgh  Air  Force 
Base,  Plattsburgh,  N.  Y.,  strike  out  “$1,491,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,027,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Portsmouth  Air  Force 
Base,  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  strike  out  “$661,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$720,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force 
Base,  Roswell,  N.  Mex.,  strike  out  “$2,791,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,181,000.” 

Under  the  subheading  “Tactical  Air  Com¬ 
mand” — with  respect  to  Langley  Air  Force 
Base,  Hampton,  Va.,  strike  out  “$2,613,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,785,000.” 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  84th  Congress,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the 
United  States”  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “Northeast  Air 
Command” — with  respect  to  various  loca¬ 
tions,  strike  out  "$75,650,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  "$94,197,000.” 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  84th  Congress,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of 
section  402  the  amounts  “$742,873,000”, 
“$405,061,000”,  and  “$1,360,934,000”  and  in¬ 
serting  in  place  thereof  “$811,342,000”, 
“$423,608,000”,  and  “$1,447,950,000”,  respec¬ 
tively. 

Sec.  306.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  302  of 
the  act  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991, 
1012) ,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities 
by  proceeding  with  construction  made  neces¬ 
sary  by  changes  in  Air  Force  missions,  new 
weapons  developments,  new  and  unforeseen 
research  and  development  requirements,  or 
improved  production  schedules,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  determines  that  deferral  of 
such  construction  for  incluson  in  the  next 
military  construction  authorization  act 
would  be  inconsistent  with  interests  of  na¬ 
tional  security,  and  in  connection  therewith 
to  acquire,  construct,  convert,  rehabilitate, 
or  install  permanent  or  temporary  public 
works,  including  land  acquisition,  site  prepa¬ 
ration,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  in  the  total  amount  of  $50,000,000: 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force,  or  his  designee,  shall  notify  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  immediately  upon 
reaching  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of 
the  cost  of  construction  of  any  public  work 
undertaken  under  this  subsection,  including 
those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto.” 
title  rv 

General  provisions 

Sec.  401.  The  Secretary  of  each  military 
department  may  proceed  to  establish  or  de¬ 
velop  installations  and  facilities  under  this 
act  without  regard  to  sections  3648  and  3734 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and 
section?  4774  (d)  and  9774  (d)  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code.  The  authority  to  place 
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permanent  or  temporary  Improvements  on 
land  Includes  authority  for  surveys,  adminis¬ 
tration,  overhead,  planning  and  supervision 
incident  to  construction.  That  authority 
may  be  exercised  before  title  to  the  land  Is 
approved  under  section  355  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended,  and  even  though  the 
land  is  held  temporarily.  The  authority  to 
acquire  real  estate  or  land  includes  authority 
to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire  land,  and 
interests  in  land  (including  temporary  use), 
by  gift,  purchase,  exchange  of  Government- 
owned  land,  or  otherwise. 

Sec.  402.  There  are  authorized  to  be  ap¬ 
propriated  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
for  the  purposes  of  this  act,  but  appropria¬ 
tions  for  public  works  projects  authorized  by 
titles  I,  II,  and  III  shall  not  exceed — 

(1)  for  title  I:  Inside  the  United  States, 
$120,099,000;  outside  the  United  States, 
$34,613,000;  section  102,  $143,002,000;  or  a 
total  of  $297,714,000; 

(2)  for  title  II:  Inside  the  United  States, 
$260,377,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $65,- 
627,000;  section  202,  $65,091,000;  or  a  total 
of  $391,095,000;  and 

(3)  for  title  III:  Inside  the  United  States, 
$437,357,000;  outside  the  United  States, 
$225,407,000;  section  302,  $65,000,000;  or  a 
total  of  $727,764,000. 

Sec.  403.  Any  of  the  amounts  named  in 
title  I,  II.  or  III  of  this  act  may,  in  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  Secretary  concerned,  be  in¬ 
creased  by  5  percent  for  projects  inside  the 
United  States  and  by  10  percent  for  projects 
outside  the  United  States.  However,  the 
total  cost  cff  all  projects  in  each  such  title 
may  not  be  more  than  the  total  amount 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  projects 
in  that  title. 

Sec.  404.  Whenever — 

(1)  the  President  determines  that  com¬ 
pliance  with  section  2313  (b)  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  for  contracts  made  un¬ 
der  this  act  for  the  establishment  or  de¬ 
velopment  of  military  installations  and  fa¬ 
cilities  in  foreign  countries  would  interfere 
with  the  carrying  out  of  this  act;  and 

(2)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 
Comptroller  General  have  agreed  upon  alter¬ 
native  methods  for  adequately  auditing 
those  contracts;  the  President  may  exempt 
those  contracts  from  the  requirements  of 
that  section. 

Sec.  405.  Contracts  made  by  the  United 
States  under  this  act  shall  be  awarded,  in¬ 
sofar  as  practicable,  on  a  competitive  basis 
to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder,  if  the  na¬ 
tional  security  will  not  be  impaired  and  the 
award  is  consistent  with  chapter  137  of  title 
10,  United  States  Code  and  section  15  of  the 
act  of  August  9,  1955  (69  Stat.  547,  551). 
The  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
shall  report  semiannually  to  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  the  House 
of  Representatives  with  respect  to  all  con¬ 
tracts  awarded  on  other  than  a  competitive 
basis  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder. 

Sec.  406.  As  of  July  1,  1958,  all  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  military  public  works  to  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  the  Secretary  of  a  military  de¬ 
partment  in  connection  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  or  development  of  military  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities,  and  all  authorizations 
for  appropriations  therefor,  that  are  con¬ 
tained  in  acts  approved  before  July  28,  1954, 
and  not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by 
a  later  authorization  are  repealed,  except — 

(1)  authorizations  for  public  works  and 
for  appropriations  therefor  that  are  set  forth 
in  those  acts  in  the  titles  that  contain  the 
general  provisions; 

(2)  the  authorization  for  public  works 
projects  as  to  which  appropriated  funds  have 
been  obligated  for  construction  contracts  in 
whole  or  in  part  before  July  1,  1958,  and 
authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor; 

(3)  the  authorization  for  the  rental, 
guaranty  for  family  housing  in  the  amount 
of  $100  million  that  is  contained  in  section 
302  of  Public  Law  534,  82d  Congress; 


(4)  the  authorizations  for  public  works 
and  the  appropriation  of  funds  that  are  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  2231-2238  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C. 
882,  883,  885,  886); 

(5)  the  authorization  for  the  development 
of  the  Line  of  Communications,  Prance,  in 
the  amount  of  $60  million  that  is  contained 
in  title  I,  section  102,  of  Public  Law  534, 
82d  Congress; 

(6)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
section  410  of  the  act  of  August  3,  1956  (70 
Stat.  991,  1016),  the  authorization  for  (a) 
development  of  classified  facilities  in  the 
amount  of  $6,439,000  that  is  contained  in 
title  I,  section  102,  of  the  act  of  September 
28,  1951  (65  Stat.  336,  343),  and  (b)  devel¬ 
opment  of  classified  facilities  in  the  amount 
of  $6,654,000  that  is  contained  in  title  I, 
section  102  of  the  act  of  July  14,  1952  (66 
Stat.  606,  609) ;  and 

(7)  the  authorization  for  public  works  and 
for  the  -appropriations  of  funds  that  are  con¬ 
tained  in  the  act  of  April  1,  1954  (68  Stat. 
47),  as  amended. 

Sec.  407.  Section  515  of  the  act  of  July  15, 
1955  (69  Stat.  324,  352),  as  amended,  is  fur¬ 
ther  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1957, 
1958,  and  1959,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force,  respectively,  are  au¬ 
thorized  to  lease  housing  facilities  at  or  near 
military  tactical  installations  for  assignment 
as  public  quarters  to  military  personnel  and 
their  dependents,  if  any,  without  rental 
charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense,  or  his  designee,  that  there 
is  a  lack  of  adequate  housing  facilities  at  or 
near  such  military  tactical  installations. 
Such  housing  facilities  shall  be  leased  on  a 
family  or  individual  unit  basis  and  not  more 
than  5,000  of  such  units  may  be  so  leased  at 
any  one  time.  Expenditures  for  the  rental 
of  such  housing  facilities  may  be  made  out 
of  appropriations  available  for  maintenance 
and  operation  but  may  not  exceed  $150  a 
month  for  any  such  unit.” 

Sec.  408.  (a)  Family  quarters  to  be  con¬ 
structed  under  the  authority  of  titles  I,  II, 
and  in  of  the  act  of  September  1,  1954  (68 
Stat.  1119),  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor 
area  limitations  respectively  prescribed  in 
sections  4774,  7574,  and  9774  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code. 

(b)  Section  404  of  the  act  of  September  1, 
1954  (68  Stat.  1119,  1125) ,  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  409.  Title  10,  United  States  Code,  is 
amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Section  4774  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  subsection  at, the  end  thereof: 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  fam¬ 
ily  quarters  constructed  from  appropriated 
funds  for  enlisted  members  of  the  Army 
may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net 
floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(b)  Section  7574  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  subsection  at  the  end 
thereof : 

“(d)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the 
family  quarters  constructed  from  appro¬ 
priated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of  the 
Navy  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having 
a  net  floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(c)  Section  9774  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the 
family  quarters  constructed  from  appro¬ 
priated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of  the 
Air  Force  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  hav¬ 
ing  a  net  floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or 
less.” 

Sec.  410.  The  second  paragraph  of  section 
407  of  the  act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat. 
1119,  1125),  as  amended,  is  further  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  , 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  from  appro¬ 
priations  otherwise  available  for  the  payment 
of  quarters  allowances  for  military  person¬ 
nel  and  from  appropriate  allotments  or 
rental  charges  for  civilian  personnel, 
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amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allowances  or 
allotments  otherwise  payable  to  or  the  rental 
charges  collected  from  personnel  occupying 
any  housing  constructed  or  acquired  under 
authority  of  this  section  after  deducting 
amounts  chargeable  for  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  such  housing:  Provided,  That 
such  payments  shall  not  exceed  the  dollar 
equivalent  of  the  value  of  the  foreign  cur¬ 
rencies  used  for  all  such  construction  or 
acquisition.” 

Sec.  411.  Prior  to  the  termination  of,  or 
reduction  in  the  operations  of,  any  commer¬ 
cial  or  industrial-type  activity  being  con¬ 
ducted  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act 
within  any  of  the  48  States  or  the  District 
of  Columbia  (other  than  a  nonappropriated 
fund  activity) ,  where  such  termination  or 
reduction  is  for  the  purpose  of  having  the 
supplies  or  services  furnished  by  such  ac¬ 
tivity  furnished  by  other  than  civilian  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  United  States,  and  where  such 
activity  has  been  conducted  for  5  or  more 
years  and  requires  the  services  of  10  or 
more  civilian  employees,  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  shall  file  with  the  President  of  the 
Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  a  report  setting  forth  the  details 
of  the  proposed  termination  or  reduction. 
Such  proposed  termination  or  reduction 
shall  not  take  effect  until  the  expiration  of 
60  days  of  continuous  session  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  following  the  filing  of  such  report,  and 
shall  not  then  take  effect  if,  during  such  60 
days  either  House  of  the  Congress  has  adopt¬ 
ed  a  resolution  which,  in  effect,  disapproves 
the  proposed  termination  or  reduction  de¬ 
scribed  in  such  report.  For  the  purposes  of 
this  section,  continuity  of  session  shall  be 
considered  as  broken  only  by  adjournment 
sine  die;  but  in  the  computation  of  the  60- 
day  period  there  shall  be  excluded  the  days 
on  which  either  House  is  not  in  session  be¬ 
cause  of  an  adjournment  of  more  than  3 
days  to  a  day  certain. 

Sec.  412.  The  authority  granted  by  section 
2304  (a)  (1),  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
shall  not  be  exercised  during  the  national 
emergency  declared  by  the  President  on  De¬ 
cember  16,  1950,  except  with  respect  to — 

(1)  purchases  or  contracts  the  aggregate 
amount  of  which  does  not  involve  more  than 
$2,500; 

(2)  purchases  or  contracts  for  nonperish¬ 
able  subsistence  supplies; 

(3)  purchases  or  contracts  for  property  or 
services  for  experimental,  developmental,  or 
research  work,  or  making  or  furnishing  prop¬ 
erty  for  experiment,  test,  development,  or  re¬ 
search,  not  exceeding  $100,000. 

(4)  when  in  furtherance  of  small  busihess, 
labor  surplus  area,  or  major  disaster  area 
programs,  the  agency  head  determines  that 
supplies  or  services  are  to  be  procured  from 
small-business  concerns,  from  concerns 
which  will  perform  the  contracts  substan¬ 
tially  within  labor  surplus  areas  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  or  from 
concerns  which  will  perform  the  contracts 
substantially  within  areas  of  major  disaster. 

Sec.  413.  Any  outstanding  authority  here¬ 
tofore  provided  by  the  act  of  September  1, 
1954  (68  Stat.  1119),  the  act  of  July  15,  1955 
(69  Stat.  324) ,  and  the  act  of  August  3,  1956 
(70  Stat.  991)  for  the  provision  of  family 
housing  shall  be  available  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  family  housing  at  any  installations 
for  which  family  housing  is  authorized  to 
be  constructed  under  titles  I,  II,  and  HI  of 
this  act. 

Sec.  414.  Section  9  of  the  Air  Force  Acad¬ 
emy  Act,  as  amended  (68  Stat.  49) ,  is  further 
amended  by  striking  out  in  the  first  sentence 
the  figure  “$126,000,000”  and  inserting  in 
place  thereof  the  figure  “$147,341,000.” 

Mr.  VINSON  (during  the  reading  of 
the  bill).  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  further  reading  of 
the  bill  be  dispensed  with  and  that  the 
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bill  be  printed  at  this  point  and  be  open 
to  amendment  at  any  point  in  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment  on  page  15,  line 
8,  strike  out  "$4,660,000”  and  insert 
"$1,500,000.”  , 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson:  On 
page  66,  lines  12  and  13,  strike  out  the  words 
"the  Armed  Services  Committees  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “the  President  of 
the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Arends:  On 
page  70,  strike  out  all  of  section  411  begin¬ 
ning  on  line  17  and  extending  through  line  16 
of  page  71. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
section  vests  veto  power  in  either  the 
Senate  or  House  over  decisions  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  with  respect  to 
termination  or  reduction  of  any  com¬ 
mercial  or  industrial-type  activity  whiph 
has  been  in  existence  5  or  more  years 
and  employs  10  or  more  civilians.  My 
amendment  would  strike  the  entire  sec¬ 
tion  from  the  bill.  It  is  the  only  section 
in  the  bill  on  which  there  was  disagree¬ 
ment  in  our  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

To  say  the  least,  this  provision  is  en¬ 
tirely  irrelevant  to  subject  matter  of  the 
bill.  We  have  before  us  a  multimillion 
dollar  military  public  works  measure, 
authorizing  numerous  new  projects,  and 
we  find  embodied  in  the  same  measure 
this  superfluous  section  dealing  with  a 
different  matter  entirely. 

It  is  a  rider,  so  to  speak.  And  what 
Is  its  real  purpose?  I  must  frankly  say 
that  it  could  be  interpreted  as  a  political 
provision,  whereby  Members  of  Congress 
can  stop  the  Secretary  of  Defense  from 
closing,  or  even  reducing,  some  manu¬ 
facturing  or  some  other  commercial 
activity  in  their  district  or  area.  It 
is  not  ^  question  whether  such  activity 
is  actually  needed.  It  is  not  a  question 
as  to  how  much  it  costs  the  taxpayers 
to  operate  it.  It  is  not  a  question 
whether  private  enterprise  can  readily 
and  at  less  cost  supply  the  items  or 
services  involved. 

The  sole  question  is  how  to  make  cer¬ 
tain  the  pex-sonnel  operating  the  facili¬ 
ties  do  not  lose  their  jobs  and  how  to 
preserve  the  benefit  for  the  community 
or  area  where  the  facility  is  located. 
That  is  the  purpose  of  this  section. 

The  Hoover  Commission  made  an  ex¬ 
tensive  study  of  the  business  enterprises 
in  which  the  Federal  Government  is  en¬ 
gaged.  It  reported  that  in  the  Defense 
Department  alone  there  are  more  than 
2,500,  with  a  capital  investment  that  ex¬ 


ceeds  $15  billion  and  involving  47  differ¬ 
ent  categories  of  activities,  such  as  paint 
manufacturing,  rope  manufacturing, 
coffee-roasting  plants,  various  kinds  of 
repair  shops,  dry-cleaning  shops,  laun¬ 
dries,  and  so  on. 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  initiated  a 
program  to  eliminate  these  activities 
where  found  not  essential  to  our  national 
defense.  When  the  same  type  of  pro¬ 
vision  as  this  section  411  was  embodied 
in  the  1956  appropriation  bill,  the  whole 
program  was  obstructed.  With  the  re¬ 
peal  of  that  provision  last  year,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  has  curtailed  or  closed 
more  than  500  business  or  industrial- 
type  activities.  It  is  now  proposed  to  set 
up  another  roadblock  to  this  program  to 
take  the  Government  out  of  competition 
with  private  enterprise. 

Much  is  said  here  on  the  floor  about 
the  importance  of  small  business,  the 
problems  with  which  small  business  is 
confronted,  and  we  have  sought  ways 
and  means  to  help  in  their  solution.  If 
we  are  really  interested  in  helping  small 
business  we  will  strike  this  section  from 
the  bill.  It  is  with  small  business  that 
these  commercial  and  industrial-type  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  Government  are  in  com¬ 
petition. 

Much  is  said  here  on  the  floor  about 
the  size  of  the  Federal  budget,  and  we 
have  been  seeking  ways  to  cut  the  cost  of 
Government.  By  terminating  or  cur¬ 
tailing  Government  business-type  activi¬ 
ties,  that  rightfully  belong  to  private  en¬ 
terprise,  we  can  reduce  Government 
costs.  And  yet  it  is  proposed  by  this 
section  to  retard  and  obstruct  such  a 
program. 

Except  in  a  few  instances,  Government 
business-type  activities  pay  no  taxes, 
little  or  no  interest  on  the  capital  in¬ 
vested,  and  generally  the  directing  per¬ 
sonnel  is  on  the  Government  payroll. 
All  this  is  paid  for  by  the  taxpayers.  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  these  activities  were 
operated  by  private  enterprise  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  obtain  tax  revenue  from 
the  operation  instead  of  defraying  the 
cost. 

Aside  from  these  economic  considera¬ 
tions,  there  is  also  a  constitutional  ques¬ 
tion  which  this  section  raises.  By  seek¬ 
ing  to  vest  in  ourselves  veto  power  over 
executive  action  are  we  not  violating  the 
Constitution  principle  that  the  three 
branches  of  the  Government  are  sepa¬ 
rate  and  coequal?  President  Eisenhower 
raised  this  question  himself  when  he  re¬ 
luctantly  signed  the  Defense  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  for  1956  that  contained  this 
same  general  type  of  provision. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  section  may  be 
good  politics  but  it  is  unsound  in  every 
other  respect.  Let  us  here  and  now  set 
political  considerations  aside  and  cast  a 
vote  in  the  public  interest  by  striking 
this  section  from  the  bill. 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

It  grieves  me  to  find  a  section  so  mis¬ 
understood  and  so  misrepresented.  I 
am  sure  that  my  friend,  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Arends!  did  not  in¬ 
tend  to  cast  any  particular  aspersions 
or  to  mislead  the  House.  I  am  equally 
sure  that  he  did  both. 
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Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARDY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Certainly  that  was  not 
my  intention. 

Mr.  HARDY.  I  am  sure  of  that. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  You  know  I  would  not 
do  that. 

Mr.  HARDY.  I  am  absolutely  sure 
of  it,  but  I  want  to  dispel  several  other 
points  that  were  raised  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  right  in  the  very  beginning.  I  be¬ 
lieve  this  House  knows  me  well  enough 
to  know  that  when  I  say  there  is  no 
political  motivation  as  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  I  am  telling  the  truth. 

It  happens  that  this  section  was  gen¬ 
erated  in  the  committee  by  me.  It  has 
not  the  slightest  bearing  whatever  on 
the  question  of  maintaining  the  job  of 
anybody;  I  am  concerned  only  with  the 
protection  of  the  prerogatives  of  the 
Congress  and  in  the  satisfactory  opera¬ 
tion  of  our  Department  of  Defense  on 
an  economical  basis.  I  will  say  to  my 
friend  that  I  am  perfectly  happy  to 
place  the  outcome  of  this  matter  on  the 
question  of  what  is  needed  by  our  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  from  a  security 
standpoint  and  on  the  question  of  econ¬ 
omy.  If  those  two  criteria  are  not  met, 
I  shall  certainly  be  in  accord  on  going 
along  with  any  proposal  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  to  close  any  business-type  activ¬ 
ity  which  does  not  meet  them. 

As  to  the  question  of  relevancy,  this 
is  a  relevant  matter  which  ties  also  into 
the  question  of  encroachment  on  the 
authority  of  the  Executive. 

I  think  we  ought  to  realize  that  every 
single  one  of  these  activities  was  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Congress  generally  in  a 
line-item  manner,  that  they  were  au¬ 
thorized  and  appropriated  for.  We  au¬ 
thorized  the  construction  of  buildings, 
we  authorized  the  purchase  of  equip¬ 
ment,  we  authorized  and  appropriated 
funds  to  pay  the  personnel,  and  they 
have  been  justified  to  this  Congress  year 
after  year  after  year  by  the  Defense 
Department.  Having  exercised  our  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  authorize  these  functions 
we  certainly  must  have  been  convinced 
they  were  needed  when  we  did  authorize 
them.  Now,  are  we  going  to  forget  that 
and  say  to  the  Defense  Department  that 
some  appointive  official  can  come  in  and 
change  everything  we  have  done  here¬ 
tofore  without  our  even  having  a  chance 
of  reviewing  the  matter? 

This  section  does  not  require  congres¬ 
sional  approval.  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Cole],  in  general  debate, 
made  an  erroneous  statement  that  I  am 
sure  he  did  not  intend  to  make :  He  said 
this  section  would  require  congressional 
approval.  That  simply  is  not  true. 
This  section  merely  requires  that  the 
Department  of  Defense  submit  to  the 
Congress  its  proposals.  For  a  period  of 
60  days  action  is  held  in  abeyance.  Dur¬ 
ing  that  period  of  time  the  Congress  has 
the  right  to  review  a  proposal,  to  pass  a 
resolution  denying  the  effectiveness  of 
the  proposal;  and  if  the  Congress  does 
nothing  then  the  action  proposed  by  the 
Department  takes  place.  Section  411 
gives  us  only  an  opportunity  to  review 
and  to  pass  by  affirmative  action  a  reso¬ 
lution  denying  that  particular  proposal; 
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otherwise  it  becomes  effective.  To  say 
that  the  section  requires  congressional 
concurrence  is  strictly  inaccurate. 

Practically  everything  the  Department 
of  Defense  does  other  than  the  actual 
deployment  of  the  Army  and  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  ships  and  aircraft  has  a  kinship 
to  business  operations.  There  is  hardly 
anything  on  any  military  reservation 
that  does  not  have  some  attributes  of 
business  and  industry.  The  supply  de¬ 
pots  could  all  be  handled  by  private  in¬ 
dustry;  and  yet  who  would  suggest  that 
we  abolish  all  of  our  supply  depots? 
There  are  a  lot  of  smaller  items  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  overall  military  activities  on 
every  installation  that  have  to  be  per¬ 
formed  which  are  in  the  nature  of  busi¬ 
ness  operations. 

It  was  my  purpose  in  proposing  this 
section  to  the  committee  simply  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  Congress  the  right  to  review 
these  actions  and  to  consider  what  would 
happen  to  the  facilities  for  which  we 
have  appropriated  millions  and  millions 
of  dollars  before  permitting  some  admin¬ 
istrative  official  to  act  indiscriminately 
upon  his  own  private  judgment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  has  expired. 

(By  unanimous  consent  (at  the  re¬ 
quest  cff  Mr.  Vinson)  Mr.  Hardy  was 
allowed  to  proceed  for  5  additional  min¬ 
utes.) 

Mr.  HARDY.  I  am  grateful  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  this  provision  is  not  the  same  pro¬ 
vision  that  we  had  in  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill;  it  is  not  the  same  provision 
that  we  had  in  the  point  of  order  bill. 
This  is  simple  language  to  give  the  Con¬ 
gress  a  chance  to  review  actions  which 
the  Defense  Department  proposes.  Ac¬ 
tually  the  agency  can  now  effectively 
nullify  what  we  have  already  done  un¬ 
der  our  legislative  authority. 

I  want  to  call  attention  to  another 
aspect.  This  section  relates  not  only  to 
proposals  involving  procurements  by 
contract,  but  it  also  would  require  the 
Department  of  Defense  to  report  pro¬ 
posals  for  performing  with  military  per¬ 
sonnel  of  functions  which  are  currently 
being  performed  by  civilians.  If  any¬ 
body  has  any  notion  that  it  is  more 
economical  to  perform  industrial  type 
activities  with  military  personnel  than 
it  is  with  civilians,  they  certainly  have 
another  thought  coming  to  them.  Some 
of  you  might  be  surprised  to  learn  that 
not  so  long  ago  there  were  a  number  of 
areas  in  which  the  Defense  Department 
discontinued  the  use  of  civilians  in  busi¬ 
ness  type  activities  but  continued  the 
operation  of  those  facilities  by  military 
personnel.  The  cost  of  operation  with 
military  personnel  in  every  case  I  ever 
heard  of  is  far  in  excess  of  the  cost 
when  civilians  are  used. 

As  I  said  before,  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  put  this  determination  on  an  economy 
basis  and  a  basis  of  national  security. 
I  have  no  political  axe  to  grind  and,  so 
far  as  I  know,  it  will  have  no  political 
significance  to  me  one  way  or  the  other, 
but  I  do  think  we  have  a  responsibility 
to  pass  on  the  future  use  of  construc¬ 
tion  and  equipment  items  which  we  have 
heretofore  authorized  and  for  which  we 
have  heretofore  appropriated. 


Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  the  Members 
will  join  me  in  opposing  the  pending 
amendment. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  pending  amendment. 

I  had  planned  to  offer  a  similar 
amendment  to  this  section,  but  am  very 
glad  to  support  the  amendment  as  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  ArendsI. 

A  few  weeks  ago  when  we  had  the 
Defense  Department  appropriation  bill 
before  the  committee,  many  Members 
came  down  into  the  well  and  undertook 
to  justify  a  cut  of  $2*4  billion  by  claim¬ 
ing  that  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and 
the  Secretaries  of  the  different  services 
could  save  vast  amounts  of  money  if 
they  would  just  do  it.  What  this  sec¬ 
tion  proposes  is  to  nullify  any  substan¬ 
tial  or  real  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
Defense  Department  to  get  the  Govern¬ 
ment  out  of  competition  with  private 
business.  A  movement  to  get  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  out  of  competition  with  private 
enterprise  would  be  a  move  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  economy  and  in  accordance  with 
the  pleas  made  by  so  many  Members  of 
this  House  just  a  few  weeks  ago. 

If  the  amendment  does  not  prevail 
and  section  411  remains  in  the  bill,  it 
will  mean  that  the  Defense  Department 
will  not  be  able  to  terminate  a  commer¬ 
cial-type  activity  and  procure  the  serv¬ 
ices  terminated  from  private  industry, 
if  the  service  involves  10  or  more  em¬ 
ployees,  without  filing  a  report  of  inten¬ 
tion  with  both  Houses  of  Congress  and 
waiting  on  the  expiration  of  60  succes¬ 
sive  legislative  days.  It  seems  to  me 
that  that  is  an  unreasonable  require¬ 
ment  to  be  placed  upon  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  and  an  unnecessary  obliga¬ 
tion  to  be  imposed  upon  the  Committees 
on  Armed  Services. 

There  are  several  reasons  why  this 
amendment  is  in  my  opinion  necessary. 
First,  it  is  an  effort  to  cooperate  with  the 
Defense  Department  in  practicing  econ¬ 
omy.  Second,  it  is  an  effort  to  get  the 
Government  out  of  competition  with 
private  business.  Third,  most  of  the 
competing  activities  that  would  be  in¬ 
volved  are  small  business  concerns  in  the 
localities  where  we  have  military  instal¬ 
lations.  Many  Members  frequently  pro¬ 
claim  their  interest  in  small  business, 
but  this  amendment  will  give  all  of  us 
who  wish  to  benefit  and  encourage  small 
business  enterprises  an  opportunity  to 
strike  a  blow  in  their  behalf.  I  believe  a 
vote  against  this  amendment  will 
be  a  vote  to  obstruct  the  efforts  of  the 
Defense  Department  to  get  the  Govern¬ 
ment  out  of  competition  with  small  busi¬ 
ness  establishments  in  the  areas  of  our 
country  adjacent  to  military  installa¬ 
tions.  Fourth,  surely  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  has  more  important 
duties  to  perform  than  to  review  every 
decision  of  the  Defense  Department 
which  involves  the  closing  down  of 
strictly  commercial  or  industrial-type 
activities  in  which  10  or  more  civilian 
employees  are  engaged. 

I  think  we  should  spend  our  time  and 
energy  seeking  to  encourage  Government 
agencies  to  get  out  of  the  business  of 
competing  with  private  enterprise,  in 
cooperating  with  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 


fense  in  his  effort  to  benefit  and  promote 
the  interests  of  small  business  enter¬ 
prises  which  suffer  from  this  Govern¬ 
ment  competition  in  and  near  defense 
installations,  and  in  seeking  ways  and 
means  to  bring-about  more  economies  in 
Government.  In  my  humble  judgment, 
and  of  course  I  speak  only  for  myself  and 
recognize  the  right  of  others  to  disagree 
with  me,  if  we  fail  to  adopt  this  amend¬ 
ment  and  leave  section  411  in  the  bill,  we 
will  be  putting  roadblocks  in  the  path  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  as  he  under¬ 
takes  to  bring  about  a  more  efficient  and 
economical  administration  of  our  De¬ 
fense  Establishment. 

I  submit  to  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  this  is  an  amendment  which 
should  prevail  and  I  urge  its  adoption. 

Mr.  BALDWIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to 
the  amendment  and  in  favor  of  section 
411  as  it  stands  in  the  bill.  It  has  been 
mentioned  by  the  gentleman  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Hardy!  that  this  provision  in 
the  bill  does  not  prevent  the  Defense 
Department  from  closing  any  activity 
but  simply  gives  the  Members  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  review  the  proposal  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  it  meets  with  the  approval 
of  the  Members  of  the  Congress  and,  if 
it  does,  then  the  Defense  Department 
can  proceed. 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BALDWIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  HARDY.  I  would  just  like  to  em¬ 
phasize  that  point.  Contrary  to  the  im¬ 
pression  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Jonas],  a  moment  ago,  it 
does  not  require  Congressional  review  of 
the  matter.  The  gentleman  knows  as 
well  as  I  do  that  there  are  very,  very  few 
that  would  ever  even  be  presented  to 
any  committee  for  a  study,  looking 
toward  a  resolution  against  it;  is  that 
not  correct? 

Mr.  BALDWIN.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  absolutely  correct. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BALDWIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Well,  it  does  require 
congressional  review  by  the  committee 
if  there  is  to  be  any  veto. 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  on  that  point?. 

Mr.  BALDWIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARDY.  That,  of  course,  is  cor-  " 
rect,  if  there  is  to  be  a  veto.  But,  this 
language  does  not  contemplate  that 
every  one  of  them  would  be  reviewed  or 
that  there  would  be  any  effort  made  to 
veto. 

Mr.  JONAS.  There  is  no  reason  to 
submit  it  to  the  House  if  the  House  is 
not  to  review  it,  then. 

Mr.  HARDY.  I  will  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  they  certainly  should  have  an 
opportunity  to  review  it  if  there  is  any 
reason  that  any  Member  knows  that  it  ; 
should  be  reviewed. 

Mr.  JONAS.  But  we  would  not  know 
that  unless  we  reviewed  it.  How  would 
you  know  that  unless  you  reviewed  _ 
every  proposal? 


MMHM 


1957 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


Mr.  BALDWIN.  May  I  say  further 
that  last  week  the  Defense  Department 
announced  the  proposed  closing  of  some 
50  or  60  installations  in  the  United 
States.  None  of  those  closed,  which  in¬ 
volve  no  transfer  of  activity  to  commer¬ 
cial  enterprise,  would  be  affected  by  this 
amendment.  As  long  as  the  Defense 
Department  proposes  simply  to  close  an. 
installation,  not  transfer  it  to  commer¬ 
cial  enterprise  or  industry,  this  amend¬ 
ment  would  not  even  apply.  The  De¬ 
fense  Department  could  proceed  to  close 
such  an  installation.  The  only  thing 
this  section  does  is  to  provide  that  where 
the  Defense  Department  says  “We  are 
going  to  close  this  activity  at  a  military 
installation  and  transfer  it  to  some  in¬ 
dustry  or  some  business,”  that  we,  the 
Congress,  want  to  have  the  opportunity 
to  study  this  to  determine  for  ourselves 
whether  it  is  advisable,  and  if  we  do  not 
take  positive  action,  then  after  60  legis¬ 
lative  days  it  goes  into  effect. 

Let  me  give  you  an  example.  During 
World  War  II  the  Navy  Department  had 
been  searching  for  years  and  years  to 
try  to  find  an  answer  to  the  problem  of 
having  naval  ships  come  into  drydock 
at  too  frequent  intervals  in  order  to  have 
barnacles  and  fouling  and  everything 
else  cleared  off  the  bottoms  of  those 
ships.  For  years  the  Navy  Department 
tried  to  find  a  solution  to  the  problem, 
and  at  Mare  Island  Navy  Yard  they  set 
up  a  paint  mixing  facility  for  the  pri¬ 
mary  purpose  of  trying  to  find  a  solu¬ 
tion  to  this  problem,  to  find  some  kind 
of  satisfactory  type  of  paint  that  would 
enable  those  ships  to  stay  out  at  their 
posts  or  wherever  the  fleet  might  be  for 
a  much  longer  time.  During  World  War 
II  they  made  a  breakthrough  on  that 
problem  and  they  were  actually  able  to 
develop  a  type  of  paint  that  made  it 
possible  for  naval  vessels  during  World 
War  II,  in  the  great  military  stresses  of 
that  time,  to  stay  out  at  sea  for  a  period 
twice  as  long  as  ever  before. 

The  paint  industry  had  all  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  in  the  world  for  the  previous  100 
years  to  develop  that  type  of  paint,  but 
they  did  not.  It  was  only  under  the 
stress  of  the  war  emergency  that  the 
naval  paint-mixing  plant,  with  naval 
civilian  employees,  developed  an  answer 
to  the  problem.  It  was  something  that 
the  commercial  industry  had  no  equiva¬ 
lent  for.  And  yet  today,  the  Navy  De¬ 
partment,  because  of  pressure  from  the 
Department  of  Defense,  states  that  it 
intends  to  close  that  particular  facility 
and  to  transfer  the  patents,  and  every¬ 
thing  else,  to  commercial  enterprise, 
without  even  knowing  whether  at  the 
present  time  those  commercial  facilities 
can  produce  this  special  type  of  paint  at 
a  cost  comparable  to  that  for  which  the 
Navy  today  can  produce  that  paint. 

The  Federal  Government  by  action  of 
previous  Congresses  Jias  appropriated 
over  $1  million  to  build  the  facility,  and 
yet,  without  even  an  opportunity  for 
Congress  to  review  the  decision,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  can  simply  say  to¬ 
day  that  it  is  going  to  be  closed  down, 
that  we  are. going  to  transfer  the  patents 
to  commercial  enterprise  even  though 
we  do  not  know  whether  they  can  give 


us  the  product  at  comparable  cost  or 
not. 

This  will  give  us  a  chance  to  look  at 
such  a  proposal  before  we  allow  it  to  be 
done. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  20  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Rivers]. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
Hardy  amendment  only  retains  in  the 
Congress  the  constitutional  prerogative 
which  is  vested  in  the  Congress  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  military  establishment.  If  we 
want  to  abdicate  our  constitutional  man¬ 
date  and  responsibility,  we  can  turn  it 
over  to  the  Department  of  Defense.  No 
other  branch  of  the  Government  is  di¬ 
rected,  as  is  the  Congress,  to  provide  a 
military  establishment.  That  is  in  the 
Constitution.  If  you  want  to  abdicate 
that,  that  is  your  responsibility.  This 
amendment  says,  “We  will  review  before 
we  close  an  establishment  and  then  de¬ 
cide  whether  or  not  it  should  be  brought 
to  the  attention  of  you  gentlemen.”  If 
you  do  not  want  that,  that  suits  me 
all  right.  I  have  no  manufacturing  in 
my  district.  I  went  through  my  files  to 
find  out  whether  I  did. 

There  is  a  navy  yard  in  my  town. 
There  is  an  airbase  in  my  town.  In 
my  district  is  Parris  Island.  I  have  this 
letter. 

Some  time  ago,  about  a  year  and  a  half 
ago,  somebody  told  me  that  they  were 
closing  up  an  ice-cream  plant  at  Parris 
Island.  Sometimes  they  have  20,000 
recruits  at  Parris  Island.  Now,  the  most 
insatiable  appetite  on  earth  is  a  boot 
marine’s  appetite  after  12  hours  of  drill¬ 
ing.  He  will  eat  anything  that  does  not 
bite  him  first.  Among  those  things  is 
ice  cream.  They  had  an  ice-cream  plant 
down  at  Parris  Island.  Somebody  in 
the  Defense  Department  said,  “Let’s  put 
it  out  of  business.  This  ice-cream  plant 
is  ruining  the  Government.  It’s  a  shame 
the  way  the  Marines  at  Parris  Island  are 
competing  with  the  private  ice-cream 
industry  in  making  ice  cream,  and  giving 
it  to  those  recruits.  We  will  put  a  stop 
to  that.”  And  they  did.  That  was  over 
a  year  ago. 

So  I  wrote  one  of  these  oustanding 
defense  officials  in  the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment  and  he  wrote  me  back.  I  have  the 
letter  and  I  can  read  it  to  you  verbatim, 
punctuation  and  literatum.  He  said  they 
could  get  ice  cream  delivered  at  all  the 
places  on  the  east  coast  for  $1.10  a  gallon. 
So  they  stopped  it. 

A  little  later  on  I  was  down  at  Parris 
Island  and  I  saw  Gen.  Homer  Litzen- 
berg.  I  said,  "General  Litzenberg,  what 
did  it  cost  to  make  that  ice  cream  you 
used  to  make  down  here?”  He  wrote  me 
a  letter.  I  think  he  is  reliable.  He  is 
now  commanding  the  United  States 
Marines  in  Korea.  I  believe  he  can  be 
depended  on.  I  think  he  can  pass  the 
security  test.  He  said: 
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The  cost  of  this  product  over  a  6-month 
period,  including  overhead,  was  62  cents  per 
gallon. 

This  was  made  at  Parris  Island. 

The  depot  is  now  purchasing  ice  cream 
which  conforms  to  South  Carolina  stand¬ 
ards — 

And  there  are  none  better — 
at  a  contract  price  of  $1.35  per  gallon. 

He  said  they  serve  ice  cream  2  or  3 
times  per  week,  compared  to  5  or  7  serv¬ 
ings  a  week  before. 

But  they  have  got  the  Government 
out  of  business  and  the  ice  cream  out  of 
the  stomachs  of  the  Marines.  That  is 
the  way  they  got  the  Government  out  of 
business.  So,  may  I  say  to  my  great 
friend,  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Cole],  there  is  one 
of  his  specific  instances  where  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  making  something  a  little 
cheaper. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  May  I  ask  the  chairman 
of  my  committee,  since  he  is  not  going  to 
use  his  time,  to  give  me  a  little  time? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  think  the  time  is 
divided  up. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  I  think  the  chairman 
has  3Vz  minutes.  Is  he  going  to  use  it? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Do  I  have  any  time. 
Mr.  Chairman? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Three  and  a  half 
minutes. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  it  with  pleasure 
to  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  I  thank  my  distin¬ 
guished  chairman. 

I  represent  Americans  just  as  you  do, 
and  they  are  kind  of  conservative  people. 
If  you  look  at  my  record,  I  do  not  run 
out  here  on  some  of  these  wild  goose 
chases.  People  just  do  not  do  business 
like  that  in  my  country. 

We  have  the  oldest  New  England  so¬ 
ciety  in  the  South  in  Charleston,  S.  C. 
A  fellow  by  the  name  of  Daniel  Webster 
and  Calvin  Coolidge  have  spoken  to  it. 
We  have  the  oldest  chamber  of  com¬ 
merce  in  America  in  Charleston,  S.  C. 
The  same  chamber  of  commerce  that 
sent  you  people  those  letters  about  get¬ 
ting  the  Government  out  of  business  sent 
it  to  me,  but  when  I  explained  it  to  them 
they  understood.  They  knew  whereof  we 
spoke.  You  trust  our  committee.  If  this 
amendment  is  retained  in  this  bill — you 
do  not  think  Carl  Venson,  at  whose  feet 
I  have  sat  for  17  years,  like  St.  Paul  at 
the  feet  of  Gamaliel,  is  the  kind  of  man 
who  spends  the  Government’s  money 
foolishly.  Do  you  think  Mr.  Vinson 
would  look  at  these  things  in  a  perfunc¬ 
tory  sort  of  manner?  Mr.  Vinson  does 
not  do  business  like  that.  I  do  not  think 
our  committee  would  come  in  to  you  and 
say,  “Keep  one  of  these  things  in  Porter 
Hardy’s  district  and  Mendel  Rivers’  dis¬ 
trict.  They  are  pretty  good  fellows.” 
This  committee  we  have  just  would  not 
do  business  like  that. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RIVERS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 
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Mr.  JONAS.  No  one  in  this  House 
could  fail  to  say  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  is  a  good  fellow.  I 
should  like  to  echo  what  the  gentleman 
said  a  minute  ago.  There  is  not  a  more 
conservative  nor  a  more  patriotic  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House  than  the  gentleman 
from  Charleston.  I  follow  him  usually 
on  this  floor,  but  I  cannot  follow  him 
with  respect  to  this  amendment. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Tam  sorry. 

We  cannot  afford  to  abdicate  our  con¬ 
stitutional  responsibility.  The  military 
is  the  only  branch  of  the  Government 
where  the  Constitution  says,  “You  pro¬ 
vide  it  and  the  President  will  command 
it.”  If  you  want  to  abdicate  your  re¬ 
sponsibility,  that  is  your  business.  I  am 
just  not  going  to  be  counted  among  that 
group. 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RIVERS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PELLY.  I,  too,  have  a  navy  yard ; 
and  I  checked  one  of  these  situations 
with  reference  to  the  substitution  of  pri¬ 
vate  industry,  so  it  was  said,  for  historic 
military  institutions.  I  found  these 
substitutions  were  being  made  in  the 
name  of  economy,  but  economy  was  not 
one  of  the  factors  which  was  used  in  the 
criteria. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  That  is  correct.  A  lot 
of  times  it  is  favoritism.  I  am  on  a  sub¬ 
committee  that  investigates  all  of  the 
military,  the  Hebert  committee.  We 
find  in  these  cost-plus  and  fixed-fee  con¬ 
tracts,  it  costs  much  more — much 
more — many  times  more.  If  you  want 
to  talk  about  competition,  we  have  a 
Boston  Navy  Yard  and  right  close  to 
them  is  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Yard. 
Both  yards  build  ships.  If  you  do  not 
need  the  Boston  Navy  Yard,  then  give 
the  work  to  the  Bethlehem  Co.  Closeby 
at  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  we  have  the  Elec¬ 
tric  Boat  Co.  We  have  the  Bath  Iron 
Works  up  in  Maine.  You  can  do  the 
same  thing  there,  if  you  want  to  get  the 
Government  out  of  business.  But  when 
the  bullets  start  flying,  you  had  better 
look  to  these  military  installations  be¬ 
cause  there  are  no  bargains  in  security. 
You  have  to  have  it.  I  say  to  you,  you 
need  the  Hardy  amendment.  It  will 
save  your  military  installations  for  when 
you  have  to  have  them. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  LMr. 
Ford]. 

(Mr.  FORD  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  2  years 
ago  following  the  enactment  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  appropriation  bill  for  fiscal  year 
1955,  the  law  provided  that  before  the 
Department  of  Defense  could  dispose  of 
any  civilian-type  activities,  a  report  had 
to  be  made  to  the  Defense  Appropria¬ 
tions  Subcommittee  of  the  House  and  the 
comparable  committee  for  the  Senate. 
Under  that  law  the  two  committees  had 
to  approve  the  proposed  discontinuances. 
The  Secretary  of  Defense  submitted  in 
the  fiscal  year,  I  think,  about  60  pro¬ 
posals  for  the  disposal  of  military  civil¬ 
ian-type  activities.  Included  were  the 
Rope  Walk  up  in  Boston  and  a  paint 
shop  out  in  California.  Those  were  fair¬ 


ly  extensive  and  important  installations. 
Also  included  in  the  list  were  a  number 
of  cobbler  shops,  pressing  shops,  laun¬ 
dries  and  comparable  smaller  installa¬ 
tions.  This  group  of  15  on  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  then  spent,  as  I  recall,  about  2 
weeks  determining  whether  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  should  get  rid  of  the 
laundries,  several  cobbler  shops  or  some 
of  these  minor  installations  involving  a 
minimum  number  of  employees.  It  was 
the  greatest  and  most  complete  waste  of 
time  I  have  ever  experienced  on  that 
subcommittee  because  under  that  proce¬ 
dure  the  subcommittee  was  called  upon 
to  hamper  and  hinder  the  Defense  offi¬ 
cials  in  their  effort  to  economize  and  rid 
the  military  of  activities  which  were 
competitive  with  private  enterprise. 

Under  the  provision  of  this  act,  section 
411,  if  there  is  a  cobbler  shop  in  any  mil¬ 
itary  installations  of  10  or  more  em¬ 
ployees — imagine  a  cobbler  shop  with  10 
or  more  employees — the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment  has  to  file  a  report  with  the  Speak¬ 
er  and  the  Vice  President,  and  that  re¬ 
port  is  then  submitted  to  the  House  and 
the  Senate  Committees  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  to  determine  whether  they  can  get 
rid  of  a  cobbler  shop  with  10  employees. 
It  is  a  most  ridiculous  provision  and  a 
most  wasteful  procedure,  timewise  and 
otherwise,  for  the  Congress. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  must  of  course  yield  to 
my  distinguished  friend  and  colleague. 

Mr.  SIKES.  May  I  ask  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend  if  it  is  not  true  that  the 
services  should  have  some  justification 
before  they  plan  to  close  an  installation 
and  if  they  have  that  justification,  all 
they  have  to  do  is  to  send  it  right  over  to 
the  Congress.  It  is  just  one  step  more 
and  it  does  not  cost  any  more  money. 

Mr.  FORD.  May  I  say  it  seems  to  be 
on  the  verge  of  ridiculousness  that  such 
a  report  and  such  a  study  with  recom¬ 
mendations  has  to  be  put  together  and 
then  filed  with  the  Vice  President  and 
with  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  and  then 
has  to  be  referred  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Georgia  and  his  coun¬ 
terpart  in  the  other  body.  To  involve 
ourselves  the  Congress  as  a  whole  in  the 
determination  of  a  civilian  competitive 
type  installation  with  10  employees  is 
beyond  my  comprehension.  That  is  the 
prerogative  and  responsibility  of  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  When 
they  establish  a  project  like  this  do  they 
come  to  Congi-ess  and  get  justification 
for  putting  in  a  cobbler  shop  for  in¬ 
stance? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  have  never  seen  a  line 
item  in  an  authorization  bill  where  they 
got  authorization  from  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  Mr.  Vinson,  to 
establish  a  cobbler  shop  in  Fort  Dix,  Fort 
Devens,  or  any  of  the  Navy  or  Air  Force 
installations. 

I  urge  the  approval  of  this  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Boland]  is 
recognized. 
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(Mr.  BOLAND  asked  and  was  granted 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
opposed  to  the  amendment  that  would 
strike  out  section  411  of  this  bill,  H.  R. 
8240.  Section  411  would  require  that 
prior  to  the  termination  of,  or  reduction 
in  the  operations  of,  any  commercial  or 
industrial-type  activity  being  conducted 
on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  H.  R. 
8240,  where  such  termination  or  reduc¬ 
tion  is  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  sup¬ 
plies  or  services  furnished  by  such  activ¬ 
ity  furnished  by  other  than  civilian  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  United  States,  and  where 
such  activity  has  been  conducted  for  5 
or  more  years  and  requires  the  services 
of  10  or  more  civilian  employees,  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  shall  file  with  the 
President  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  a  report 
setting  forth  the  details  of  the  proposed 
termination  or  reduction.  The  section 
also  provides  that  any  proposed  termi¬ 
nation  or  reduction  shall  not  take  effect 
until  the  expiration  of  60  days  of  con¬ 
tinuous  session  of  the  Congress  following 
the  filing  of  such  report,  and  shall  not 
then  take  effect  if,  during  such  60  days 
either  House  of  the  Congress  has 
adopted  a  resolution  which,  in  effect, 
disapproves  the  proposed  termination  or 
reduction  described  in  such  report. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  more  deeply  con¬ 
cerned  over  this  matter  now  than  I  was 
on  May  12,  1955,  when  I  took  the  floor 
in  the  first  session  of  the  84th  Congress 
to  oppose  a  similar  amendment  that 
would  strike  section  639  from  the  De¬ 
fense  Appropriations  bill  for  1956,  under 
consideration  on  that  day. 

My  greater  concern  today  stems  from 
the  fact  that  there  seems  to  be  a  con¬ 
certed  effort  on  the  part  of  some  offi¬ 
cials  in  the  Department  of  the  Defense 
and  the  Department  of  the  Army  to 
strip  the  Springfield  Armory  from  its 
traditional  role  of  rifle  production  for 
the  Army  and  turn  this  production  over 
to  commercial  industries  who  have 
neither  the  know-how  nor  the  experience 
in  this  field. 

As  my  colleagues  know,  the  Army  on 
May  1  last  adopted  the  new  M-14  rifle  as 
its  standard  shoulder  piece  to  replace  the 
famous  M-l  Garand  rifle.  Both  of  these 
rifles  were  developed  at  the  Springfield 
Armory,  one  of  the  outstanding  units  in 
the  Government’s  arsenal  system.  These 
are  only  two  of  the  many  rifles  that  have 
been  developed  and  produced  at  the 
Springfield  Armory  since  it  was  estab¬ 
lished  by  our  first  President,  George 
Washington. 

But  now  it  appears  that  Defense  De¬ 
partment  policy  will  channel  the  M-14 
rifle  production  into  commercial  plants, 
resulting  in  a  loss  to  the  country  of 
highly  trained  and  skilled  personnel  who 
have  spent  their  lives  developing  and 
making  rifles  in  the  arsenal  system.  I 
have  no  problem  with  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  in  this  policy  as  it  pertains 
to  strictly  commercial  types  activities. 
These  should  and  are  now  being  con¬ 
ducted  by  private  enterprise.  Cobbler 
shops,  cleaning  establishment,  and  a 
host  of  other  commercial  endeavors 
have  been  eliminated.  This  type  of 
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commercial  or  industrial  activity  is  bet¬ 
ter  done  by  private  business  and  small 
business.  My  quarrel  is  with  any  effort 
that  would  take  the  Army  out  of  its  le¬ 
gitimate  role  of  producing  the  small 
weapons  it  alone  uses.  I  hope  that  this 
amendment  is  defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  IMr.  Taber]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  That  rope  walk 
up  in  Boston  was  supposed  to  have  been 
closed  4  years  ago.  Does  the  gentleman 
know  why  you  did  not  close  it? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  do  not  know.  I  un¬ 
derstood  they  were  doing  nothing  but 
experimental  work  up  there  now.  I  do 
not  know  anything  more  about  it. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  want  to  inquire  of 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Ford],  whether  or  not  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  this  provision  as  it  has  been  in¬ 
serted  in  the  law  has  operated  as  a  very 
effective  bar  against  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  in  attempting  to  get  rid  of 
some  of  these  installations. 

Mr.  FORD.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  there  is  no  doubt  about  it.  It  has 
slowed  down  the  disposition  of  these  in¬ 
stallations  and  prevented  small  business 
from  getting  its  share  of  the  business. 

Mr. -TABER.  I  just  want  to  go  into 
this  a  moment.  If  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  took  a  notion  that  he  needed  to 
close  up  one  of  these  activities,  no  mat¬ 
ter  how  small  it  was,  as  long  as  it  had 
10  employees,  and  he  took  a  notion  to 
do  that  on  the  15th  of  August  and  Con¬ 
gress  was  in  adjournment  sine  die,  it 
would  be  impossible  until  the  middle  of 
March  for  the  closing  to  take  place.  In 
other  words,  it  would  take  a  little  over 
6  months  in  that  kind  of  a  situation. 
It  would  mean  that  the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment  would  have  to  be  up  before  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  almost  every 
day  on  some  such  program  as  this.  I  do 
not  know  how  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  would  enjoy  it.  Frankly,  I  am 
afraid  that  they  would  get  a  little  more 
than  they  bargained  for,  because  this  is 
an  item  that  is  deliberately  designed  to 
prevent  the  armed  services  from  saving 
money.  God  knows  the  United  States 
of  America  and  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  needs  to  save  money  so  that  we  can 
have  what  is  necessary  to  maintain  the 
defense  of  the  United  States. 

I  hope  that  this  amendment  will  be 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  ? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Is  not  the  purport  of 
this  amendment  to  keep  the  Government 
in  business  when  the  House  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  have  repeatedly  voted  to  take  it 
out  of  business? 

We  should  reach  some  stable  position 
on  this  amendment  and  remain  there 
rather  than  voting  one  way  one  session 
and  the  other  way  the  next.  Both  the 
committee  and  our  distinguished  col¬ 
league,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  IMr. 
Vinson]  I  have  been  on  both  sides  of  the 


question.  The  last  time  this  amend¬ 
ment  was  up,  the  gentleman  from  Geor¬ 
gia  told  the  House  he  was  opposed  to  it 
because  it  put  the  Government  back  in 
business. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct.  We 
have  had  that  situation  up  here  time 
after  time  during  the  past  several  years, 
and  we  know  it  is  not  the  way  to  do 
business. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JONAS.  The  gentleman  referred 
to  the  amendment.  He  meant  the  sec¬ 
tion,  I  think. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  right.  He  meant 
the  language  in  the  bill.  I  hope  the 
amendment  will  be  agreed  to. 

(Mr.  GRIFFIN  was  given  permission  to 
extend  his  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record.) 

Mr.  GRIFFIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
to  register  my  wholehearted  support  of 
the  amendment  to  strike  out  section  411 
as  offered  by  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Arends]. 

This  amendment,  if  adopted,  will  help 
to  carry  out  the  spirit  as  well  as  the  letter 
of  the  Hoover  Commission  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  get  the  Federal  Government  out 
of  business  activities  competing  with  pri¬ 
vate  enterprise  whenever  possible  con¬ 
sistent  with  economy  and  national  se¬ 
curity. 

The  great  majority  of  people  of  this 
Nation  want  economy.  They  want  the 
elimination  of  waste  and  of  needless  ex¬ 
pense  wherever  possible. 

Adoption  of  the  Arends  amendment 
will  enable  the  Defense  Department  to 
save  thousands  of  dollars  and  will  result 
in  the  transfer  of  civilian-type  commer¬ 
cial  activities  to  small  business  and  to 
free  enterprise. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  California  LMr.  Miller]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

(Mr.  MILLER  of  California  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  think  we  are  all  talking  to 
the  same  end,  but  are  approaching  it  by 
different  ways.  I  want  to  save  some 
money  for  the  taxpayers.  That  is  why 
I  think  this  amendment  should  be  de¬ 
feated.  We  have  heard  a  lot  about  the 
limitation  of  10  men,  but  no  one  has 
said  it  only  applies  to  those  facilities 
that  have  been  in  existence  over  5  years 
or  more  by  that  time  they  certainly  have 
proven  their  worth.  I  am  not  too  cer¬ 
tain,  because  I  have  not  investigated 
the  practices  in  other  parts  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  that  the  situation  as  delineated  by 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Rivers]  ,  has  not  existed  as  the 
result  of  trying  to  get  the  Government 
out  of  certain  types  of  business  that 
are  essential  to  the  armed  services.  I 
know  it  took  place  in  the  dry  cleaning 
work  in  my  district  and  the  result  is 
that  the  enlisted  men  and  the  officers 
are  paying  more  for  their  dry  cleaning 
its  laundry  and  dry  cleaning  today  than 
and  the  Government  is  paying  more  for 
they  paid  when  the  Government  was  do¬ 
ing  it.  If  the  Government  can  do  the  job 
better  under  any  circumstances  the 
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Government  is  entitled  to  do  the  job  in 
the  interest  of  economy  of  government. 

We  have  been  through  some  of  this; 
we  know  that  it  ean  be  done  cheaper.  In 
the  matter  of  the  reference  of  these 
matters  back  to  the  committee,  we  have 
it  in  all  real  estate  transactions  no  mat¬ 
ter  how  small,  even  to  the  granting  of  a 
simple  easement;  such  a  transaction 
must  come  before  the  Armed  Services 
Committee. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILTER  of  California.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  I  congra¬ 
tulate  the  gentleman  from  California  on 
his  statement.  I  would  like  to  empha¬ 
size  that  this  same  procedure  is  regu¬ 
larly  called  for  in  a  number  of  matters, 
and  so  far  as  I  know  there  has  been  no 
criticism  of  it. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Not  only 
that,  but  on  the  Committee  on  the  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine  and  Fisheries  we  require 
the  submission  of  certain  real  estate 
transactions  and  their  study  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  in  order  to  protect  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  interest  in  wildlife  refuges. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SIKES.  The  gentleman  from 
California  is  making  a  very  good  state¬ 
ment.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  would 
agree  with  me  that  when  any  agency 
of  Government  spends  over  half  the 
total  budget  the  Congress  should  keep 
an  eye  on  what  is  going  on,  should  have 
a  check  on  spending. 

At  the  time  when  a  similar  provision 
was  in  effect  the  Department  of  Defense 
sent  up  to,  at  that  time  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee,  a  proposal  to  discon¬ 
tinue  112  activities.  The  committee 
spent  only  a  short  time,  as  I  recall,  2  or 
3  days — maybe  a  little  longer— screen¬ 
ing  that  and  allowed  all  but  4  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  to  stand. 

It  is  our  position  that  by  having  it  in 
effect  the  Government  was  much .  more 
careful  in  determining  what  could  prop¬ 
erly  be  permitted. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Certainly. 
We  cannot  afford  to  tie  the  hands  of 
the  Government  too  tightly  in  these 
instances.  May  I  say  again :  Those 
services  the  Government  can  render 
cheaper  than  private  industry  it  should 
be  allowed  to  do. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired, 
all  time  for  debate  has  expired. 

Mi-.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mi-.  ARENDS.  There  has  been  a  little 
confusion  as  to  what  the  parliamentary 
situation  is  on  this  amendment.  A  vote 
in  support  of  the  amendment  means  to 
strike  section  411  from  the  bill;  an  af¬ 
firmative  vote  on  the  amendment  means 
striking  section  411  from  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  tellers. 
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Tellers  were  ordered  and  the  Chair 
appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Arends  and  Mr. 
Hardy. 

The  Committee  divided,  and  the  tel¬ 
lers  reported  that  there  were — ayes  81. 
noes  61. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Trimble,  Chairman  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  reported  that  that  Commit¬ 
tee,  having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  (H.  R.  8240)  to  authorize  certain 
construction  at  military  installations, 
and  for  other  purposes,  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  309,  he  reported  the 
bill  back  to  the  House  with  sundry 
amendments  adopted  by  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any 
amendment? 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for 
a  separate  vote  on  the  Arends  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote 
demanded  on  any  other  amendment? 
If  not,  the  Chair  will  put  them  engross. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  amendment  upon  which  a  sep¬ 
arate  vote  is  demanded. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

On  page  70,  line  17,  strike  out  all  of  sec¬ 
tion  411,  beginning  line  17  on  page  70, 
through  line  16  on  page  71. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken  and  the 
Speaker  announced  the  ayes  had  it. 

Mr.  HARDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  a  quorum  is 
not  present  and  make  the  point  of  order 
that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  If  that  is  done,  we 
will  not  have  a  vote  on  the  amendment 
until  Wednesday. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  on  this  matter  go  over  until 
Wednesday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

— m  ■  i  +  i  ■« 

USURPATION  OF  LEGISLATIVE 

POWERS  BY  THE  SUPREME 

COURT 

(Mr.  HUDDLESTON  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  HUDDLESTON. ,  Mr.  Speaker, 
we  Southerners  have  long  recognized 
the  increasing  tendency  of  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  to  usurp  the  legis¬ 
lative  powers  of  Congress.  With  growing 
alarm  and  distress,  we  have  witnessed, 
time  and  again,  the  Court’s  overstepping 
its  judicial  authority  and  invading  the 
legislative  field.  For  years,  the  South’s 
protests  have  gone  unanswered  and  un¬ 
heeded  as  mere  voices  in  the  wilderness. 
Now,  the  severity  of  this  situation  is 
finally  coming  to  the  attention  of  the 
American  people.  The  entire  Nation  is 


awakening  to  the  inherent  dangers 
which  our  system  of  government  now 
faces  because  of  recent  Supreme  Court 
decisions. 

Our  American  Government  draws  its 
strength  from  a  system  of  checks  and 
balances  set  up  by  the  Constitution. 
This  system  is  workable  only  when  each 
of  the  three  branches  of  Government — 
the  executive,  legislative,  and  judicial — 
has  equal  but  separate  powers.  Ob¬ 
viously,  any  deviation  tending  to  give 
one  branch  more  authority  than  the 
others  would  result  in  a  change  in  the 
very  essence  of  our  Government.  This 
dire  consequence  was  perhaps  seen  from 
the  very  beginning  of  our  Government, 
for  Washington  warned  in  his  Farewell 
Address:  “But  let  there  be  no  change 
by  usurpation;  for  though  this,  in  one 
instance,  may  be  the  instrument  of  good, 
it  4s  the  customary  weapon  by  which 
free  governments  are  destroyed.” 

During  the  last  4  years  the  Court  has 
handed  down  more  than  a  score  of  de¬ 
cisions  which  usurp  the  power  of  the 
legislative  branch  to  make  the  laws  of 
the  land.  The  school  segregation  cases 
of  May  1954,  the  Steve  Nelson  sedition 
case  of  April  1956,  and  the  recent  de¬ 
cisions  affecting  Communists  are  cases 
in  point.  A  cursory  examination  will 
indicate  that  these  cases  represent  a 
gross  invasion  of  the  legislative  authority 
vested  in  Congress  by  the  Constitution 
and  a  usurpation  of  power  on  the  part 
of  the  Supreme  Court. 

By  successively  limiting  or  denying  the 
legislative  powers  of  Congress,  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court  has  recently  been  taking 
over  a  lion’s  share  of  governmental  func¬ 
tions  and  responsibility.  This  tendency 
did  not  cause  widespread  concern  of  a 
national  nature  until  the  present  term  of 
court,  when  16  far-reaching  and  provo¬ 
cative  decision^  have  been  handed  down. 
While  it  is  regrettable  that  the  Court, 
in  decision  after  decision,  has  been  al¬ 
lowed  to  continue  with  this  practice  of 
usurpation  of  congressional  authority,  it 
is  gratifying  to  see  Representatives  and 
Senator  from  all  sections  of  the  Nation 
aroused  by  the  seriousness  of  the  situa¬ 
tion. 

/T’our  of  the  Supreme  Court’s  most  sig¬ 
nificant  and  alarming  decisions  came  on 
the  same  day,  June  17,  1957.  At  this 
same  setting,  the  Court: 

First,  in  the  California  Communists 
cases,  upheld  the  right  of  anyone  to 
preach  the  overthrow  of  the  Government 
“intellectually,”  so  long  as  specific  action 
is  not  advocated,  thus  drastically  limit¬ 
ing  the  scope  of  the  Smith  Act,  which,  as 
you  know,  is  a  Federal  law  dealing  with 
sedition; 

Second,  in  the  Watkins  case,  limited 
the  power  of  congressional  committees  to 
investigate; 

Third,  in  the  Service  case,  restricted 
the  power  of  Government  officials  to  dis¬ 
charge  employees  for  security  reasons; 
and 

Fourth,  in  the  Sweezy  case  limited  the 
power  of  States  to  require  witnesses  to 
testify  in  investigations. 

Just  2  weeks  earlier,  the  Supreme 
Court  denied  a  case  which  really  lifted 
the  lid.  In  upholding  the  appeal  of 
Clinton  E.  Jencks,  New  Mexico  Commu¬ 


nist,  the  Court  ruled  that  reports  to  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  and 
other  Government  agencies  must  be 
turned  over  to  defendants  in  criminal 
trials  if  persons  who  made  the  reports 
are  called  as  witnesses.  It  was  this  file¬ 
opening  move  which  really  stirred  the 
American  people  to  action. 

This  trend  of  decisions  nullifying  and 
vitiating  the  attempts  of  Congress  to 
legislate  is  not  new.  The  trend  dates 
back  several  years.  In  the  Steve  Nelson 
case  of  last  year,  the  Court  held  that 
State  laws  on  sedition  were  invalid  since 
the  Smith  Act,  a  Federal  law  dealing 
with  the  same,  superseded  any  State  law. 
In  applying  this  preemption  doctrine  the 
Court  wrote  into  the  law  certain  provi¬ 
sions  which,  it  is  patent,  were  not  in¬ 
tended  by  the  Congress  in  enacting  the 
law.  The  Court  was  thereby  consti¬ 
tuting  itself  as  a  legislative  body  in 
promulgating  laws  in  violation  of  Article 
I  of , the  Constitution.  This  article  de¬ 
clares  that  Congress  shall  have  “all  legis¬ 
lative  powers.”  In  the  school  segrega¬ 
tion  cases,  the  Court  sought  to  give  birth 
to  an  additional  constitutional  amend¬ 
ment  without  its  first  having  been  pro¬ 
posed  by  Congress  and  in  violation  of 
Article  V  of  the  Constitution.  Article  V 
provides  that  amendments  to  the  Con¬ 
stitution  shall  be  proposed  by  Congress. 
The  law  at  the  time  of  those  decisions 
was  well  established  that  the  doctrine  of 
separate  but  equal  educational  facilities 
complied  with  the  provisions  of  the  14th 
amendment.  The  Court,  in  ruling  as  it 
did  in  those  cases,  in  effect  adopted  an 
additional  amendment,  for  the  decisions 
were  contrary  to  the  established  law  of 
over  100  years. 

Congress  was  never  intended  to  be 
subservient  to  the  Supreme  Court.  The 
power  of  Congress  to  legislate  cannot  be 
hamstrung  except  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  itself. 
It  is  becoming  more  and  more  evident 
that  action  must  be  taken  in  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  correct  these  legislative  abuses 
and  usurpations. 

Our  only  recourse  is  remedial  legisla¬ 
tion. 

Last  year,  I  introduced  legislation 
which  would  reestablish  and  reaffirm 
the  basic  constitutional  doctrine  of  the 
separation  of  powers  between  the  execu¬ 
tive,  legislative  and  judicial  branches  of 
the  Federal  Government.  My  bill 
aroused  considerable  interest  when  it 
was  introduced  late  in  the  last  session. 
I  have  again  introduced  it  in  the  85th 
Congress  as  H.  R.  692,  which  is  now 
pending  before  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

There  can  be  no  denying  that  a  serious 
situation  exists  when  the  Supreme  Court 
usurps  the  constitutional  authority  of 
Congress  and  exercises  legislative  func¬ 
tions  through  judicial  decree.  As  Wash¬ 
ington  warned  in  his  Farewell  Address, 
any  usurpation  of  power  which, goes  un¬ 
challenged  can  become  a  weapon  by 
which  our  Government  may  be  de¬ 
stroyed. 

It  would  certainly  appear,  $Jr. 
Speaker,  that  these  abuses  by  the  Court 
can  result  only  in  sounding  the  death 
knell  of  our  constitutional  system  of 
Government.  It  is  high  time  that  we 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  passed  bills  to:  Establish  standards  for  advisory  committees. 
Extend  Reorganization  Act.  Sen.  Humphrey  urged  greater  use  of  barter  under  Public 
Law  480.  Senate  received  nomination  of  Paarlberg  to  be  member  of  CCC  board. 

Sen.  Humphrey  urged  greater  USDA  aid  for  flood  disaster  relief  in  Minn.. 


-i.  ADVISORY  COMMITTEES.  Passed,  v^Lth  amendments,  H.R.  7390,  to  provide  certain 
standards  for  the  establishment  and  utilization  of ''government  advisory  com¬ 
mittees.  (pp.  10134-35,  10138-53)  \ 

Agreed  to  the  following  amendments: 

By  Rep.  Brown,  Ohio,  to  permit  advisory  committee  meetings  to  be  "conducted  in 

the  presence  of"  a  Federal  employee,  rather  than  restricting  the  conduct  of 
meetings  to  "under  the  chairmanship"  of  a  Federal  employee,  (p.  10147) 

By  Rep.  Brown,  Ohio,  to  require  only  "minutes"  rather  than  "full  and  complete 
minutes"  to  be  kept  of  advisory  committee  meetings.  (pp,\  10147-48 
By  Rep.  Brown,  Ohio,  to  exempt  committees  authorized  by  "statutory"  law  from  the 
provisions  of  the  bill.  (p.  10143)  \ 

By  Rep.  Halleck,  to  strike  out  the  time  requirement  that  an  agency  must  notify 

both  Houses  of  Congress  "not  less  than  30  days"  before  an  advisory  committee 
is  established,  (pp.  10150-52) 

A  motion  by  Rep.  Hoffman  to  recommit  the  bill  was  reiected  183  to  225. 

I(  /  ■  vl 

2.  REORGANIZATION.  Passed  as  reported  H.R.  8364,  to  amend  the  Reorganization  Act 
of/1949  so  as  to  extend  the  period  for  transmitting  reorganization  plans  to 
Congress  for  2  >ears  to  June  1,  1959,  and  to  provide  that  plans  transmitted  may 
✓6e  disapproved  by  a  simple  majority  vote  of  either  the  House  or  the  Senate 


6. 


7. 


8. 


12. 


13. 


14. 


instead  of  an  authorized  majority  of  either  House  as  provided  by  present  ^aw. 
AVmotion  by  Rep.  Hoffman  to  recommit  the  bill  was  rejected  44  to  336.  The 
language  of  H.R.  8364  as  passed  was  substituted  for  the  language  of  S.  1791, 
a  similar  bill.  H.R.  8364  was  laid  on  the  table,  pp.  10136-37,  10154-59 


3.  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION.  Passed  with  amendments  H.R.  8240,  to  authorize  certain 
construction  at  military  installations,  including  a  provision  for  the  use  of 
foreign  currencies  acquired  under  Public  Law  480  for  the  construction  of 
military  family  housing  units  in  foreign  countries.  pp.  10133-34 


4. 


FARM  LABOR.  The  Judiciary  Committee  issued  a  report  "pertaining  to  Japanese 
agricultural  workers."  (H.  Rept.  780) .  p.  10170 


5. 


RECLAMATION.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee/ reported  with  amend¬ 
ment  H.R.  4410,  to  suspend  and  to  modify  the  application  of  the  excess  land 
provisions  of  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  to  lands  in  the  E.  Bench  unit  of 


the  Mo.  River  Basin  project.  (H.  Rept.  783).  p. 


10170 

\  ■  ■  zxm 

PUBLIC  LANDS.  Both  Houses  received  from  Interior /a  proposed  bill  "to  amend  / 
law  relating  to  mining  leases  on  Indian  lands  and  Federal  lands  within  Indian 
reservations;"  to  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committees,  pp.  10170,  10065 

\  / 

FOREIGN  AID.  Rep.  Bow  criticized  administration  of  the  foreign  aid  program, 
pp.  10153-69 


/ 


COST  OF  LIVING.  Rep.  Vursell  spoke(  on  the  danger  of  inflation,  and  urged 
voluntary  action  by  industry  to  "seek  to  stabilize  and  reduce  their  prices 
whenever  possible,  and  use  their  influence  to  reduce  the  cost  of  living."  pp. 
10161-63 


9.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Rep.  McCormack  announced  that  H.R.  3753,  to  extend  loans 
to  desert-land  entrymen,  would  be  considered  today,  July  11. 


p.  10160 


SENATE 


10.  NOMINATIONS.  Received  the  nomination  of  Don  Paarlberg  to  be  a  member  of  the  -- 

Board  of  Directors  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  p.  10125 

/  \ 

11.  DISASTER  RELIEF.  Sen. ^/Humphrey  discussed  the  action  he  has  urged  on  this 

Department  to  aid  in  flood  disaster  relief  in  Minn.  ,\including  FHA  emergency 
loans,  use  of  feed  from  soil  bank  acres,  subsidization  of  feed  buying,  special 
ACP  payments,  and  extension  of  long  term  loans.  pp.  10076-7 


/ 


FOREIGN  TRADE;  SURPLUS  COMMODITIES.  Sen.  Humphrey  inserted  an  article,  "Food 
For  Freedom,"  urging  a  greater  use  of  food  as  an  instrument,  of  foreign 
policy.  p.  ,10081  \ 

Sen.  Humphrey  discussed  the  use  of  barter  agreements  under  the  Public 
Law  480  program,  and  urged  more  extensive  development  of  such  Exchanges,  pp. 
10114-18 


/ 


RECLAMATION.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  wifh  amend¬ 
ment^  S.  2120,  authorizing  construction  of  the  Mercedes  Division,  lower  Rio 
Grande  rehabilitation  project  (S.  Rept.  603).  p.  10067 

/ 

FEDERAL-STATE  RELATIONS.  Sen.  Carlson  inserted  the  resolutions  of  the 
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Governor's  Conference  of  1957.  pp.  10065-7 
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CORRECTION  OF  RECORD 

Mr.  ABBITT.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  roll- 
call  No.  135  I  am  recorded  as  having 
been  absent.  I  was  present  and  an¬ 
swered  to  my  name.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  thaV  the  permanent  Record  and 
the  Journal  be  corrected  accordingly. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GUBSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  roll- 
call  No.  127,  on  June  27,  on  the  vote  on 
the  motion  to  recommit  the  bill  S.  1428, 
I  was  recorded  as  not  voting.  I  was 
present  and  voted  “nay.”  Task  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  the  permanent  Rec¬ 
ord  and  the  Journal  be  corrected  accord¬ 
ingly. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


AUTHORIZING  CONSTRUCTION  FOR 

THE  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 

The  SPEAKER.  The  unfinished  busi¬ 
ness  is  the  further  consideration  of  the 
bill  H.  R.  8240,  which  the  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  by  title. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  adopted  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  which  a  separate  vote 
was  demanded. 

Without  objection,  the  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  amendment  as 
follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Abends:  On 
page  70,  strike  out  all  of  section  411  begin¬ 
ning  on  line  17  and  extending  through  line 
16  of  page  71. 

(Mr.  TEWES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
pointJn  the  Record.) 

Mr.  TEWES.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  Mem¬ 
bers  are  frequently  surprised  by  the  in¬ 
ability  of  our  constituents  to  understand 
the  activities  of  Congress.  It  seems  to 
me  that  a  provision  such  as  section  411 
in  this  bill  is  a  prime  example  of  the 
kind  of  legislation  which  few  people  will 
understand.  It  is  so  patently  contrary 
to  the  viewpoints  of  the  average  man 
that  its  passage  will  certainly  leave  him 
wondering. 

Section  411  requires  Congress  to  re¬ 
view  every  single  attempt  of  the  Defense 
Department  to  divest  itself  of  a  Govern¬ 
ment-operated  business  employing  10  or 
more  people.  The  intent  of  the  section 
is  to  give  Members  a  veto  in  an  admin¬ 
istrative  matter  which  conceivably  could 
affect  their  district.  It  is  intended  to 
give  Members  a  voice  in  a  matter  which 
can  actually  be  handled  much  better  by 
the  Defense  Department. 

This  section  thereby  opens  the  door  to 
many  considerations  except  the  really 
important  one  of  getting  the  Govern¬ 
ment  out  of  private  business.  Moreover 
it  serves  not  as  only  temporary  bar  to 
removing  the  Government  from  busi¬ 
ness,  but  it  permanently  stymies  the 
whole  program.  Congressional  review 
will  cei'tainly  be  filled  with  extraneous 
considerations,  including  politics.  Un¬ 
der  the  proposals  of  this  section  the  De¬ 
fense  Department  is  virtually  stripped 


of  authority  urgently  recommended  by 
the  Hoover  Commission. 

During  the  last  political  campaign  and 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  there  has  been 
a  great  deal  of  oratory  concerning  the 
plight  of  the  small-business  man.  Here 
is  an  opportunity  to  make  good  on  cam¬ 
paign  promises.  It  can  be  done  by  vig¬ 
orously  supporting  the  amendment  to 
strike  section  411. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  section  re¬ 
ferred  to  is  an  economy  measure.  What¬ 
ever  economy  there  may  be  in  having  a 
Government  business  which  pays  no 
taxes  is  economy  at  the  expense  of  the 
small-business  man.  Furthermore,  the 
small  savings  claimed  would  be  more 
than  offset  by  the  ridiculous  cost  of  435 
Members  of  Congress  busily  arguing 
whether  a  paint  shop  employing  10 
people  should  be  closed. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  amendment  to  strike 
“section  411  should  be  adopted  because, 
first,  it  is  an  economy  measure  which 
helps  to  get  the  Government  out  of  un¬ 
necessary  activities;  second,  it  cuts 
through  the  welter  of  administrative  de¬ 
tails  which  are  really  unworthy  of  the 
time  of  the  House  of  Representatives; 
and,  third,  it  aids  small-business  men  by 
returning  to  them  functions  which  they 
can  better  perform. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the 
Speaker  announced  that  the  noes  ap¬ 
peared  to  have  it. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum 
is  not  present  and  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors, 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify  absent 
Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  183,  nays  230,  not  voting  20, 
as  follows:  • 

[Roll  No.  136] 

YEAS— 183 


Abbitt 

Cole 

Harvey 

Alger 

Collier 

Haskell 

Allen,  Ill. 

Corbett 

Henderson 

Andersen, 

Cramer 

Heselton 

H.  Carl 

Cretella 

Hess 

Arends 

Cunningham, 

Hlestand 

Auchincloss 

Iowa 

Hill 

Avery 

Cunningham, 

Hillings 

Ayres 

Nebr. 

Hoeven 

Baker 

Curtin 

Hoffman 

Bass,  N.  H. 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Holt 

Baumhart 

Dague 

Horan 

Becker 

Dawson,  Utah 

Jackson 

Belcher 

Dellay 

James 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Dennison 

Jarman 

Bentley 

Derounian 

Jenkins 

Berry 

Devereux 

Jensen 

Betts 

Dies 

Johansen 

Bolton 

Dixon 

Jonas 

Bow 

Dooley 

Judd 

Boyle 

Dowdy 

Kean 

Broomfield 

Dwyer 

Kearney 

Brown,  Ohio 

Fenton 

Keating 

Brownson 

Ford 

Keeney 

Budge 

Frelinghuysen 

Kilburn 

Bush 

Gary 

Knox 

Byrne,  Ill. 

Gavin 

Krueger 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

George 

Laird 

Canfield 

Griffin 

Latham 

Cannon 

Gross 

LeCompte 

Carrigg 

Gubser 

Lipscomb 

Cederberg 

Gwinn 

McCulloch 

Chamberlain 

Hale 

McDonough 

Chenoweth 

Halleck 

McGregor 

Chiperfield 

Harden 

Mclntire 

Church 

Harrison.  Nebr. 

McIntosh 

Clevenger 

Harrison,  Va. 

McVey 
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Mack,  Wash. 

Poff 

Smith,  Wis. 

Mahon 

Prouty 

Springer 

Martin 

Radwan 

Stauffer 

Mason 

Ray 

Taber 

May 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Talle 

Meader 

Reed 

Taylor 

Michel 

Rees,  Kans. 

Tewes 

Miller,  Md. 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Thomson,  Wyo. 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Riehlman 

Tollefson 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Robeson,  Va. 

Tuck 

Minshall 

Sadlak 

Utt 

Moore 

St.  George 

Van  Pelt 

Morano 

Saylor 

Van  Zandt 

Mumma 

Schenck 

Vorys 

Murray 

Scherer 

Vursell 

Neal 

Scrivner 

Wainwright 

Nicholson 

Scudder 

Watts 

Nimtz 

Seely-Brown 

Weaver 

Norblad 

Selden 

Westland 

O’Hara,  Minn. 

Sheehan 

Wharton 

Osmers 

Siler 

Widnall 

Ostertag 

Simpson,  HI. 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Patterson 

Smith,  Calif. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Pillion 

Smith,  Kans. 

Withrow 

Poage 

Smith,  Va. 

NAYS— 230 

Younger 

Abernethy 

Fountain 

Multer 

Addonizio 

Frazier 

Natcher 

Albert 

Friedel 

Norrell 

Alexander 

Fulton 

O’Brien,  Ill. 

Andrews 

Garmatz 

O’Brien,  N.  Y. 

Anfuso 

Gathings 

O’Hara,  Ill. 

Ashley 

Gordon 

O’Neill 

Ashmore 

Granahan 

Passman 

Aspinall 

Grant 

Patman 

Bailey 

Gray 

Pelly 

Baldwin 

Green,  Oreg. 

Perkins 

Barden 

Green,  Pa. 

Pfost 

Baring 

Gregory 

Phllbin 

Barrett 

Griffiths 

Pilcher 

Bass,  Tenn. 

Hagen 

Polk 

Bates 

Haley 

Porter 

Beckworth 

Hardy 

Preston 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Harris 

Price 

Blatnik 

Hays,  Ark. 

Rabaut 

Boggs 

Hays,  Ohio 

Rains 

Boland 

Healey 

Reuss 

Bolling 

Hubert 

Rhodes,  Pa . 

Bonner 

Hemphill 

Riley 

Bosch 

Herlong 

Rivers 

Bray 

Holifleld 

Roberts 

Breeding 

Holland 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Brooks,  La. 

Holmes 

Rodino 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Hosmer 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Brown,  Ga. 

Huddleston 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Brown,  Mo. 

Hull 

Rogers,  Mass.” 

Broyhill 

Hyde 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Buckley 

Ikard 

Rodney 

Burdick 

Jennings 

Roosevelt 

Burleson 

Johnson 

Rutherford 

Byrd 

Jones,  Ala. 

Santangelo 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Jones,  Mo. 

Saund 

Carnahan 

Karsten 

Schwengel 

Celler 

Kee 

Scott,  N.  C. 

Chelf 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Scott,  Pa. 

Christopher 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Shelley 

Chudoff 

Keogh 

Sheppard 

Clark 

Kilday 

Shuford 

Coad 

Kilgore 

Sieminski 

Coffin 

King 

Sikes 

Colmer 

Kirwan 

Sisk 

Cooley 

Kitchin 

Smith,  Miss. 

Cooper 

Kluczynski 

Spence 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Knutson 

Staggers 

Davis,  Ga. 

Landrum 

Steed 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Lane 

Sullivan 

Delaney 

Lanham 

Teague,  Calif. 

Dempsey 

Lankford 

Teague,  Tex. 

Denton 

Lennon 

Thomas 

Diggs 

Lesinski 

Thompson,  La. 

Dlngell 

Long 

Thompson,  N  J. 

Dollinger 

Loser 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Donohue 

McCarthy 

Trimble 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

McCormack 

TJdall 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

McFall 

tlllman 

Doyle 

McGovern 

Vanik 

Durham 

McMillan 

Vinson 

Eberharter 

Macdonald 

Walter 

Edmondson 

Machrowicz 

Whitener 

Elliott 

Mack,  Ill. 

Whitten 

Engle 

Madden 

Wier 

Evins 

Magnuson 

Wigglesworth 

Fallon 

Marshall 

Williams,  Miss. 

Farbstein 

Matthews 

Willis 

Fascell 

Merrow 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Feighan 

Metcalf 

Winstead 

Fino 

Miller,  Calif. 

Wolverton 

Fisher 

Mills 

Wright 

Flood 

Montoya 

Yates 

Flynt 

Morgan 

Young 

Fogarty 

Morris 

Zablockl 

Forand 

Morrison 

Zelenko 

Forrester 

Moss 
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NOT  VOTING— 20 


Adair 

Allen,  Calif. 
Anderson, 
Mont. 
Andresen, 
August  H. 
Beamer 
Blitch 


Bowler 

Boykin 

Coudert 

Dawson,  HL 

Holtzman 

Kearns 

McConnell 

Mailliard 


Moulder 

O’Konskl 

Powell 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Teller 

Thornberry 


So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Coudert  for,  with  Mr.  AUen  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  against. 

Mr.  Adair  for,  with  Mr.  Holtzman  against. 

Mr.  Beamer  for,  with  Mr.  Dawson  of  Illi¬ 
nois  against. 

Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsylvania  for,  with  Mr. 
Moulder  against. 

Mr.  Kearns  for,  with  Mr.  Teller  against. 

Mr.  McConnell  for,  with  Mr.  Powell  against. 

Until  further  notice : 

Mr.  Boykin  with  Mr.  O’Konski. 

Mr.  Thornberry  with  Mr.  August  H. 
Andresen. 

Mr.  Anderson  of  Montana  with  Mr.  Mail¬ 
liard. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD  and  Mr.  TEAGUE  of 
California  changed  their  vote  from  “yea” 
to  “nay.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  doors  were  opened. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


AMENDING  THE  ADMINISTRATIVE 
EXPENSES  ACT  OF  1946 

Mr.  BOLLING.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I  call 
up  House  Resolution  296  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7390)  to  amend  the  Administrative  Expenses 
Act  of  1946,  and  for  other  purposes.  After 
general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to 
the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  3<'hours, 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Government  Operations, 
the  biU  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under 
the  5-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment, 
the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill 
to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the 
bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage 
without  intervening  motion  except  one  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  BOLLING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Allen]  and  yield  myself  at 
this  time  such  time  as  I  may  consume. 

Mr.  Speaker,  House  Resolution  296 
makes  in  order  the  consideration  of  H.  R. 
7390  to  amend  the  Administrative  Ex¬ 


penses  Act  of  1946.  The  resolution  pro¬ 
vides  for  an  open  rule  and  2  hours  of 
general  debate  on  the  bill. 

The  bill  provides  certain  standards  for 
the  establishment  and  utilization  of  ad¬ 
visory  committees  within  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  At  the  present  time  it  is  esti¬ 
mated  that  there  are  between  seventeen 
and  eighteen  hundred  advisory  commit¬ 
tees  which  would  be  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  legislation. 

Provision  is  made  for  a  department 
to  send  written  notice  to  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  and  the  President  of  the 
Senate  30  days  prior  to  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  an  advisory  committee  or  panel. 
The  report  must  show  the  authority  for 
the  creation  of  the  committee;  that  its 
establishment  would  be  in  the  public 
interest;  the  number  of  members  to  serve 
and  the  area  of  interest  each  member 
will  represent.  Further,  the  report  must 
show  the  members  who  will,  and  will  not, 
receive  compensation;  what  expenses 
will  be  paid  by  the  Government,  and  how 
long  it  is  expected  the  committee  will 
function. 

The  bill  requires  that  the  agenda  for 
a  committee  will  be  formulated,  or  ap¬ 
proved,  b^  full-time  salaried  officials  of 
the  Government;  that  the  chairman 
shall  be  a  full-time  salaried  official  of  the 
Government;  full  and  complete  minutes 
of  the  meetings  must  be  kept,  and  the 
use  of  such  committees  is  limited  to 
purely  advisory  functions. 

Finally,  the  President  is  authorized  to 
issue  regulations,  consistent  with  the 
standards  provided  in  the  bill,  which  he 
deems  necessary  for  the  effective  control 
and  use  of  these  comkiittees,  and  also 
cause  to  be  prepared  annually  a  full  re¬ 
port  showing  the  membership  of  each 
committee  used  by  each  department,  the 
functions  of  each  committee  and  the  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  the  operations  of  each 
committee  has  complied  with  the  above- 
listed  standards. 

The  resolution  provides  ample  time  for 
a  full  discussion  by  the  House  of  the 
provisions  of  the  bill.  I  therefore  urge 
the  adoption  of  this  resolution  so  the 
House  may  proceed  to  the  bill,  H.  R. 
7390. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
after  lengthy  hearings  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules  I  am  convinced  that 
this  is  not  a  good  bill  and  should  be 
defeated.  Nevertheless,  I  am  not  in¬ 
clined  to  fight  the  rule. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Brown]. 

(Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
as  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Bolling]  has  explained,  this  bill  deals 
with  the  advisory  committees  now  in 
existence  within  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government.  It  would  amend 
the  Administrative  Expenses  Act  of 
1946  so  as  to  add  certain  new  sections 
which  would  require  the  various  agen¬ 
cies  of  Government  establishing  in  the 
future  advisory  committees  to  so  report 
to  Congress  and  to  furnish  certain  other 
information.  The  bill  would  further 
place  upon  the  different  agencies, 
branches  and  departments  of  the  Gov¬ 
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ernment  the  responsibility  of  providing 
or  furnishing  the  agenda  for  the  meet¬ 
ings  of  these  advisory  committees,  and 
would  require  that  they  be  held  either 
under  the  chairmanship  of,  or,  as  I  shall 
offer  an  amendment,  in  the  presence  of, 
a  representative  and  fulltime  employee 
of  the  Government.  In  the  past,  as  will 
be  explained  later  in  general  debate, 
there  have  been  some  rather  peculiar 
developments  in  the  past  showing  that 
there  has  been  a  conflict  of  interest  so 
far  as  the  membership  of  some  of  these 
advisory  committees  is  concerned.  This 
legislation  would  give  the  Congress,  and 
its  appropriate  committees,  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  know  just  what  advisory  com¬ 
mittees  we  may  have,  and  just  what 
their  duties  and  responsibilities  may  be, 
and  to  make  available  to  the  Congress, 
when  necessary,  the  minutes  of  the 
meetings  which  are  held  by  these  ad¬ 
visory  committees.  I  am  sure  you  are 
going  to  be  told,  before  this  debate  is 
over,  that  a  number  of  agencies  and 
departments  of  Government  are  opposed 
to  this  legislation.  I  think  that  is  cor¬ 
rect.  If  I  recall  the  testimony  before 
tour  committee  correctly,  there  is  one 
department  of  Government  that  has 
over  600  of  these  advisory  groups.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Comptroller  General’s  office, 
which  is  a  branch  of  the  Congress,  and 
represents  the  Congress,  in  checking  all 
different  activities  and  expenditures  of 
the  Government,  came  out  for  and  testi¬ 
fied  in  favor  of  this  bill.  That  office 
wants  some  opportunity  to  know  just 
what  these  advisory  committees  are,  and 
something  of  what  they  are  doing,  and 
how  much  money  they  are  spending 
from  the  Federal  taxpayers’  purse,  and 
to  have  such  other  information  as  will 
permit  both  the  Congress  and  the  Presi¬ 
dent  himself,  to  keep  abreast  of  what  is 
going  on  in  these  various  advisory 
agencies. 

I  have  gone  over  this  bill  rather  care¬ 
fully.  I  sat  with  the  subcommittee  and 
heard  the  testimony  on  it.  I  heard  the 
testimony  for  and  against  the  bill.  I  am 
going  to  propose  2  or  3  amendments — 3, 
in  fact,  to  the  measure.  If  you  will 
check  with  me,  on  page  3  at  the  end 
of  line  5,  where  the  bill  now  provides 
meetings  are  to  be  held  by  these  advisory 
committees  under  the  chairmanship  of 
a  representative  of  the  Government,  I 
will  attempt  to  add  the  words  “or  con¬ 
ducted  in  the  presence  of”  a  representa¬ 
tive  and  fulltime  salaried  officer  and 
employee  of  the  Federal  Government — 
just  so  the  Government  itself  knows  or 
at  least  some  responsible  person  in  the 
employ  of  the  Government  knows  what 
the  advisory  committee  may  be  doing. 

Then  on  the  same  page,  page  3,  line 
8,  at  the  beginning  of  that  line,  I  will 
offer  an  amendment  to  delete  the  words 
“Full  and  complete”  and  to  start  the 
sentence  there  with  the  word  “Minutes” 
so  that  the  language  will  read; 

Minutes  of  each  meeting  of  such  advisory 
committee  shall  be  kept,  which  shall  con¬ 
tain  at  a  minimum,  (A)  the  name  of  each 
member  of  such  advisory  committee  attend¬ 
ing  such  meeting,  (B)  a  summary  of  the 
matters  discussed  in  such  meeting  stating* 
the  viewpoints  expressed — 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

July  11  (legislative  day,  July  8),  1957 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 


AN  ACT 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations,  and 

for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I 

4  Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish 

5  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 

6  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per- 

7  manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara- 

8  tion,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equipment,  for  the  following 

9  projects : 

I 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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Inside  the  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 
(Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  bousing, 
$2,288,000. 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Alabama:  Utilities,  $2,015,- 

000. 

Jet  propulsion  laboratory,  California:  Utilities,  $130,- 

000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Supply  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $758,000. 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebraska:  Maintenance  facility, 
$249,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research  and 
development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $16,- 
530,000. 

( Quartermaster  Corps ) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Operational  facility, 
land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $595,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania  :  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $464,000. 

Port  Lee,  Virginia:  Operational  facility,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  facility,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $6,229,000. 
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Seattle  Quartermaster  Market  Center,  Washington: 
Land  acquisition,  $40,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California :  Operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $110,000. 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas:  Operational  facility, 
and  land  acquisition,  $95,000. 

(Chemical  Corps) 

Fort  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $627,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah :  Troop  housing,  $54,- 

000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Troop  housing,  $1,936,000. 
(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Cold  regions  laboratory,  Hanover,  New  Hampshire :  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facility,  $2,496,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  training 
facility,  and  maintenance  facility,  $1,654,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Utilities,  $765,- 

000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Operational  facilities, 
$1,169,000. 

Charleston  TC  Depot,  South  Carolina:  Operational 


facilities,  $306,000. 
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Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  administrative  facility,  and  utilities,  $3,039,000. 

Oakland  Army  Base,  California:  Medical  facility, 

$602,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center,  Colorado:  Troop 
housing,  $937,000. 

Walter  Feed  Medical  Center,  Washington,  D.  C.:  Util¬ 
ities,  $1,920,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 

(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts :  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities,  $4,859,000. 

Fort  Dix,  New  Jersey:  Maintenance  facilities,  $303,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Eeservation,  Virginia:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $153,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,205,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Administrative  facil¬ 
ity,  troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  $2,652,000. 

Fort  Bitchie,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $820,000. 
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1  (Third  Army  Area) 

2  Fort  Benning,  Georgia :  Operational  facilities,  and  main- 

3  tenance  facilities,  $1,583,000. 

4  Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Operational  and  mainte- 

5  nance  facilities,  $1,051,000. 

6  Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  main- 

7  tenance  facilities,  ground  improvements,  and  utilities, 

8  $5,117,000. 

9  Fort  Kucker,  Alabama  :  Operational  facilities,  and  troop 

10  housing,  $5,703,000. 

11  Fort  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  $3,691,000. 

12  (Fourth  Army  Area) 

13  Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili- 

14  ties,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  medical  facility, 

15  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 

16  and  utilities,  $7,704,000. 

17  Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili- 

18  ties,  administrative  facility,  maintenance  facilities,  com- 

19  munity  facility,  and  utilities,  $2,362,000. 

20  Fort  Polk,  Louisiana:  Operational  facilities,  mainte- 

21  nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $7,734,000. 

22  Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas:  Acquisition  of  land  and 

23  improvements,  $675,000. 
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1  (Fifth  Army  Area) 

2  Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Utilities,  $1,049,000. 

3  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Utilities,  $336,000. 

4  Fort  Eile}^,  Kansas:  Operational  facility,  maintenance 

5  facility,  and  troop  housing,  $2,525,000. 

6  Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Missouri:  Troop  housing, 

7  $4,663,000. 

8  (Sixth  Army  Area) 

9  Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Operational  facilities,  mainte- 

10  nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facility, 

11  and  utilities,  $1,487,000. 

12  Fort  Ord,  California:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance 

13  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $5,231,000. 

14  (Military  Academy) 

15  United  States  Military  Academy,  West  Point,  New 

16  York:  Utilities,  $1,666,000. 

W  (Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons) 

IS  Various  installations:  Operational  facility,  community 

19  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,056,000. 

26  (Tactical  Installations  Support  Facilities) 

21  Various  locations:  Operational  facility,  maintenance  fa- 

22  cilities,  administrative  facilities,  storage  facilities,  community 

23  facilities,  troop  housing,  family  housing,  and  utilities, 

24  $8,466,000, 
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(Outside  Continental  United  States) 
(Alaskan  Area) 

Alaska  general,  Eielson  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Greely, 
Ladd  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Biehardson,  and  tactical  instal¬ 
lations:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  family  housing,  and  utilities,  $4,143,000. 

(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Hawaii :  Medical  facilities, 
$154,000. 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 

Fort  Buchanan,  Puerto  Pico:  Community  facility,  and 
utilities,  $273,000. 

Fort  Gulick,  Canal  Zone:  Community  facility,  $289,000. 

(United  States  Army,  Europe) 

Various  locations:  Maintenance  facilities,  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities,  $20,754,000. 

(Army  Forces  Far  East) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facilities,  training  facil¬ 
ities,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $9,000,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  ac¬ 
quiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing 
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permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $143,002,000. 

Sec.  108.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
purchase  out  of  appropriations  available  for  military  con¬ 
struction  family  housing  including  necessary  land  at,  or  near, 
military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents.  Not 
more  than  300  units  of  such  housing  may  be  purchased 
under  this  section.  Space  limitations  per  unit  will  be  in 
accordance  with  subsections  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section 
4774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  and  cost  limitations 
as  now  or  hereafter  established  for  military  housing  con¬ 
structed  with  appropriated  funds. 

Sec.  104.  (a)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)  ”  with  respect  to  Red  River  Arsenal, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$1,808,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,212,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
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amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$44,003,000”  and  “$133,671,000”  and 
inserting  in  place  thereof  “$44,407,000”  and  “$134,075,- 
000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  105.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Signal  Corps)  ”  with  respect  to  Department  of  the 
Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$2,360,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,137,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Military  Academy)  ”  with  respect  to  United  States  Military 
Academy,  New  York,  strike  out  “$9,950,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$11,983,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$129,096,000”  and  “$236,060,000” 
and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$131,906,000”  and  “$238,- 
870,000”,  respectively. 

H.  E.  8240 - 2 
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Sec.  106.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground, 
Maryland,  strike  out  “$1,736,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,039,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$212,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — with  respect  to  Port  Lee, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$8,589,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,874,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Chemical  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland, 
strike  out  “$452,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$525,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dugway  Proving  Ground, 
Utah,  strike  out  “$1,129,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,491,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Transportation  Corps)  ” — 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


1  L 


(1)  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$1,055,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,240,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Eustis,  Virginia,  strike 
out  “$6,597,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,- 
072,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  (Med¬ 
ical  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medical  Center, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$549,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$876,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$333,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$669,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Walter  Beed  Army  Medical 
Center,  District  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$3,557,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,472,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  (Sec¬ 
ond  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Fort  Holabird,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$612,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$800,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Third  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Camp  Jackson,  South 
Carolina,  strike  out  “$5,000,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$10,400,000”. 
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Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Fourth  Army  Area)  ” — with  respect  to  Fort  Hood,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$12,922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$14,283,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Fifth  Army  Area)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Carson,  Colorado,  strike 
out  “$7,487,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,621,- 
000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 
strike  out  “$8,615,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,893,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Camp  Lucas,  Michigan,  strike 
out  “$145,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$193,000”. 
Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project)  ” — with  respect 
to  various  installations,  strike  out  “$3,014,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,204,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “Alaskan  Area” — with  respect  to 
Wildwood  Station  (Kenai)  strike  out  “$469,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$559,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
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amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$225,277,000”,  “$74,984,000”,  and 
“$534,254,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$240,220,- 
000”,  “$75,074,000”,  and  “$549,287,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  107.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside  the  United 
States”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$88,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$136,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama, 
strike  out  “$6,159,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$8,593,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Atlanta  General  Depot,  strike 
out  “$832,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$984,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Port  Worth  General  Depot, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$1,285,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,847,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Bliss,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$5,301,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,293,000”. 
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(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma,  strike  out 
“$4,173,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,798,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 
strike  out  “$1,092,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,373,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  102,  “$200,- 
783,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$203,331,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  402  the  amounts  “$86,916,000”,  “$200,783,000”,  and 
“$323,462,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,010,- 
000”,  “$203,331,000”,  and  “$334,104,000”,  respectively. 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish 
or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 
constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  perma¬ 
nent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  for  the  following 
projects : 

Inside  the  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  Engineering  Experiment  Station,  Annapolis, 
Maryland;  Development  and  test  facilities,  $618,000. 
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Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Washington:  Drydock 
$25,438,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities, 
$1,452,000. 

David  Taylor  Model  Basin,  Carderock,  Maryland : 
Utilities,  $115,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California:  Facilities  for 
remedying  effects  of  ground  subsidence,  $1,500,000. 

Naval  Submarine  Base,  New  London,  Connecticut: 
Waterfront  facilities,  $2,966,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $2,- 
998,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Medical 
facilities,  $391,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Troop  housing, 
$1,326,000. 

Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California:  Waterfront 
facilities,  $544,000. 

Naval  Station,  Newport,  Bhode  Island:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities  and  utilities,  $3,312,000. 

Naval  Base,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities, 


$7,808,000. 
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AVIATION  FACILITIES 
(Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $566,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Operational 
facilities  (Optical  landing  system) ,  $140,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Utilities,  $293,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  (Optical  landing  system),  $160,000. 

Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Meridian,  Mississippi: 
Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $15,- 
067,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana: 
Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $3,653,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,- 
225,000. 

Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Saufley  Field,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities,  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility), 
$39,000. 

(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  Air  Station,  Alameda,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  (Guided  missile  support  facilities) ,  $185,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $180,000. 
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Naval  Air  Station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$7,751,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Crows  Landing,  Califor¬ 
nia  :  Operational  facilities,  ( Tactical  air  navigation  facility ) , 
$39,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Edenton,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  $199,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  messhall,  and  land  acquisition, 
$4,774,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,199,000. 

Naval  Seaplane  Facility,  Harvey  Point,  North  Carolina  : 
Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $5,728,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility) ,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  (Optical  landing  system),  $130,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lemoore,  California:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $30,594,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mayport,  Florida:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $384,000. 
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Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar,  California:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  $3,401,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $5,467,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  North  Island,  San  Diego,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $7,964,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,975,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Quonset  Point,  Rhode  Island:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  (aircraft  parking  areas) ,  $882,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  San  Clemente  Island, 
California:  Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $9,448,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,365,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Beaufort,  South 
Carolina:  Operational  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $2,632,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Caro¬ 
lina:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $6,503,000. 
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Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $3,620,000. 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mojave,  California : 
Land  acquisition,  $3,281,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $132,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  Air  Development  Center,  Johnsville,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania:  Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $2,209,000. 

Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugu,  California: 
Operational  facilities  (including  operational  facilities  on  San 
Nicolas  Island) ,  $3,479,000. 

Naval  Air  Facility,  John  H.  Towers  Field  (location 
to  be  determined)  :  Land  acquisition,  $3,200,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Electronics  Supply  Office,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois :  Admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $92,000. 

Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office,  Mechanicsburg,  Penn¬ 
sylvania:  Administrative  facilities,  $155,000. 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania :  Ad¬ 


ministrative  facilities,  $550,000. 
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MAKINE  COBPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $140,000. 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Barstow,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  and  utilities,  $8,001,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  util¬ 
ities,  $4,256,000. 

Marine  Corps  Eecruit  Depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina  :  Training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $3,199,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,469,000. 

Marine  Corps  Schools,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Community 
facilities,  development  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $2,213,000. 

Marine  Corps  Eecruit  Depot,  San  Diego,  California: 
Training  facilities,  $116,000. 

Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twenty-Nine  Palms, 
California:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $2,331,000. 

OBDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Bangor,  Washington:  Utili¬ 
ties,  $316,000. 
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Naval  Ordnance  Test  Station,  China  Lake,  California: 
Supply  facilities,  $114,000. 

Naval  Ordnance  Laboratory,  Corona,  California:  Re- 
search  and  development  facilities,  $494,000. 

Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Daingerfield,  Texas: 
Eesearcb  and  development  facilities,  $2,649,000. 

Appbed  Physics  Laboratory,  Howard  County,  Mary¬ 
land:  Research  and  development  facilities,  $1,452,000. 

Naval  Magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Maintenance 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $723,000. 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 
Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Dormitory 
foundations,  $1,602,000. 

Naval  Receiving  Station,  Charleston,  South  Carolina: 
Troop  housing,  $1,225,000. 

Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training 
facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $5,598,000. 

Naval  Training  Center,  San  Diego,  California:  Training 
facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $5,375,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 
Naval  Communication  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  $443,000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island: 
Operational  facilities,  $1,397,000. 
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Naval  Communication  Station,  San  Diego,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  $100,000. 

Naval  Communication  Center,  Stockton,  California:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Washington  County,  Maine:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $13,982,000. 

OFFICE  OF  NAVAL  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 
Naval  Research  Laboratory,  District  of  Columbia:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facilities,  $180,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities,  $332,- 

000. 

Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $3,- 
244,000. 

Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center,  Port  Hueneme, 
California:  Supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 
$759,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  Shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Ha¬ 
waii:  Waterfront  facilities,  and  operational  facilities,  $6,- 
076,000. 

Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 
Maintenance  facilities,  hospital  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,287,000. 
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Naval  Station,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 
Troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
ground  improvements,  $8,993,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Hospital  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,005,000. 

Commander-in-Chief  Pacific,  Headquarters,  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Administration  facilities  and 
utilities,  $332,000. 

Naval  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities,  $4,- 
699,000. 

Naval  Station,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico:  Utilities,  $190,- 

000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Air  Station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities  (Guided  missile  support  facilities) ,  $428,- 
000. 

Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Family  housing  and 
community  facilities,  $1,793,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Barber’s  Point,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Operational  facilities  (Aircraft  parking  areas), 
$2,088,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cubi  Point,  Luzon,  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands:  Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $149,000. 
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Naval  Air  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Operational 
facilities,  $5,730,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Oahu,  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Hawaii:  Operational  facilities,  $249,000. 

Naval  Station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Operational 
facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  facilities) ,  $69,000. 

Naval  Station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Operational  facilities  (tactical  air  navigation  facility) , 
$69,000. 

Naval  Air  Facility,  Naha,  Okinawa  :  Waterfront  facili¬ 
ties  at  White  Beach,  $504,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Boosevelt  Hoads,  Puerto  Kico:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $15,182,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Supply  facilities, 
$1,550,000. 

Naval  Station,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community 
facilities,  $884,000. 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine 
Islands:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,098,000 

OKDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Maintenance  facilities,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$904,000. 
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1  COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

2  Naval  Communication  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Troop 

3  housing,  $1,053,000. 

4  Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Operational  facilities, 

5  and  troop  housing,  $898,000. 

6  Naval  Communication  Station,  Finegayan,  Guam,  Mari- 

7  ana  Islands :  Troop  housing,  $594,000. 

8  Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Istanbul,  Turkey:  Op- 

9  erational  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $130,000. 

10  Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Sakata,  Japan:  Opera- 

11  tional  facilities,  $69,000. 

12  Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  southern  Japan:  Op- 

13  erational  facilities,  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  im- 

14  provements,  $726,000. 

1^  Naval  Radio  Station,  Wahiawa,  Oahu,  Territoiy  of 
Id  Hawaii:  Operation  facilities,  $4,392,000. 

I7  YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

1®  Public  Works  Center,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Utilities, 

19  $1,093,000. 

20  Public  Works  Center,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Is- 

21  lands:  Maintenance  facilities,  $393,000. 

22  Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish  or 

23  develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  con- 

24  structing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent 
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or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site 
preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  in  the 
total  amount  of  $65,091,000. 

Sec.  203.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “yabds  and  docks  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  “Various  locations”,  strike  out  “$4,500,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,460,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202,  “$86,- 
397,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,489,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of 
section  402  the  amounts  “$138,183,000”,  “$86,397,- 
000”,  and  “$256,875,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in 
place  thereof,  “$139,143,000”,  “$95,489,000”,  and 

“$266,927,000”. 

Sec.  204.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$225,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$369,000”;  with  respect  to  the  Marine  Corps  Air  Station, 
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El  Toro,  California,  strike  out  “$1,675,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,030,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Glenview,  Illinois,  strike  out  “$70,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$170,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out,  in  section  202,  “$63,- 
358,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$70,656,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$102,956,000”,  “$63,358,000”,  “$202,- 
807,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof  “$103,- 
555,000”,  “$70,656,000”,  and  “$210,704,000”. 

Sec.  205.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyakd  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Kepair  Facility,  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornio,  strike  out  “$629,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,099,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Orange,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$399,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$563,000”. 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Naval  Air  Training  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,686, 
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000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,292,000”;  and  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia, 
Louisiana,  strike  out  “$24,361,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$26,871,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 

(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Alameda,  California,  strike  out  “$3,729,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,217,000”;  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Air  Station,  Moffett  Field,  California,  strike  out 
“$2,581,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,355,000”; 
and  with  respect  to  the  Outlying  Field,  Whitehouse  Field, 
Duval  Coimty,  Florida,  strike  out  “$1,087,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,587,000”. 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey,  strike  out  “$16,311,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$17,911,000”. 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “ordnance  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory, 
Daingerfield,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,111,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,751,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Ordnance  Test  Station,  Inyokern,  California,  strike  out 
“$375,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$475,000”. 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian 
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Head,  Maryland,  strike  out  “$780,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$879,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities” 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Kwajelein,  Marshall 
Islands,  strike  out  “$4,411,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$5,235,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “communication  facili¬ 
ties”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Facility, 
Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco,  strike  out  “$2,848,600”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,198,600”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202  “$151,- 
342,400”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$152,763,400”. 

(d)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$299,512,600”,  “$107,191,300”, 
“$151,342,400”,  and  “$564,046,300”  and  inserting  re¬ 
spectively  in  place  thereof  “$308,463,600”,  “$108,365,300”, 
“$152,763,400”,  and  “$575,592,300”. 

Sec.  206.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside  the  United 
States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 
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(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities” 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  strike  out  “$148,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$191,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Long 
Beach,  California,  strike  out  “$5,984,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$8,169,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California, 
strike  out  “$2,256,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,- 
623,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$2,844,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,340,000”. 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Miramar,  California,  strike  out  “$8,835,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,040,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point- Mugu,  California,  strike  out 
“$1,682,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,010,000”. 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$7,469,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$10, 919, 000”. 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “communications  facil- 
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ities”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Station, 
San  Francisco,  California,  strike  out  “$2,029,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$3,779,000”. 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facili¬ 
ties”,  with  respect  to  the  Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$443,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$500,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 

amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United  States” 
in  section  201,  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Atsugi,  Japan,  strike 
out  “$1,961,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,337,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  section  203,  “$84,043,000”  and 
inserting  in  place  thereof  “$85,939,000”. 

(d)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 

amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  402  the 
amounts  “$292,572,000”,  “$61,625,000”,  “$84,043,000”, 
and  “$438,240,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place 
thereof  “$303,453,000”,  “$62,001,000”,  “$85,939,000”, 
and  “$451,393,000”. 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  estab¬ 
lish  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquir- 
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ing,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporar}7  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  projects: 

Inside  the  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  suppfy  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements. 


$4,499,000. 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $594,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $1,583,000. 

Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow,  Montana:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 


provements,  $2,048,000. 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks,  North 
Dakota:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $4,466,000. 
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Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,184,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $614,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan: 
Family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $429,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$905,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore¬ 
gon:  Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 

$1,299,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,103,000. 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Supply 
facilities  and  community  facilities,  $289,000. 

Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  North  Dakota:  Opera- 
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tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $6,804,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New 
York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $974,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Troop 
housing,  family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,074,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  California:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,082,000. 

Peterson  Field,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado:  Land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $136,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon : 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,328,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine: 
Community  facilities,  $244,000. 

Bichard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasville,  Wisconsin: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $7,804,000. 
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Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,898,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities  and  supply  facilities,  $248,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvement,  $2,149,000. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton  Beach, 
New  York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,144,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin :  Community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real 
estate  improvements,  $1,128,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,186,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  suppfy 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,909,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio: 
Communit}^  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$358,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
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maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $48,178,000. 

AIR  MATERIAL  COMMAND 

Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama:  Troop 
housing,  $405,000. 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne,  New  York:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $10,659,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,911,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$899,000. 

Marietta  Air  Force  Station,  Marietta,  Pennsylvania: 
Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,438,000. 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $5,133,000. 
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Olmsted  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,673,000. 

Bobins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $20,507,000. 

Rushmore  Air  Force  Station,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota : 
Community  facilities,  $56,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,674,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 
and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$2,077,000. 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Research 
development,  and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $6,784,000. 

AIR,  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test 
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facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $1,987,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  Hew  Mexico: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 
and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $11,869,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base,  Indian  Springs,  Nevada: 
Community  facilities,  $206,000. 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  Hew  Mexico: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,823,000. 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $4,029,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,962,000. 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $4,785,000. 
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Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,193,000. 

Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$489,000. 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $424,000. 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,209,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,110,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land 
acquisition,  $8,249,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $763,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $938,000. 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Community 


facilities,  $436,000. 
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Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Bandolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,858,000. 

Beese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$5,909,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $653,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base  ,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$4,200,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Beno,  Nevada:  Troop  housing, 
and  community  facilities,  $1,945,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,977,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,118,000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Mainte- 
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nance  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$865,000. 

AIR  UNIVERSITY 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Land 
acquisition,  $50,000. 

continental  air  command 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Medical 
facilities,  $952,000. 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $139,000. 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$337,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Aeronautical  chart  and  information  center,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri:  Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $620,000. 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $920,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,216,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,089,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey: 
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Maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $496,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community 
facilities,  $848,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facilities, 
$3,344,000. 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $9,680,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  supply 
facilities,  $1,487,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 
$5,557,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $11,510,000. 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Opera- 
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tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $9,584,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,059,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California:  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,976,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $536,000. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,468,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona :  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,411,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $14,759,000. 
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Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  $100,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Bapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $2,258,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  $1,480,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $1,357,000. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $34,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $19,389,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida  :  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $380,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Georgia:  Troop 
housing  and  community  facilities,  $994,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana: 
Real  estate  improvements,  $179,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $13,112,000. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  $250,000. 
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Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Land 
acquisition,  $37,000. 

Lockboume  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,364,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $7,322,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $936,000. 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,518,000. 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Kiverside,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $2,347,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home, 
Idaho :  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,022,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $7,681,000. 

Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburgh,  New  York: 
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Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$231,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,344,000. 

Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,892,000. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $3,528,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,628,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $9,697,000. 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachu¬ 
setts  :  Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,901,000. 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri :  Oper- 
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ational  and  training  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$235,000. 

TACTICAL  A  IE  COMMAND 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $2,149,000. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greeneville,  South  Carolina  : 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $1,287,000. 

England  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana  :  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,- 
558,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $760,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Supply 
facilities,  and  pommunitiy  facilities,  $2,478,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Supply 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,255,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Carolina:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$1,204,000. 
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Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee :  Community 
facilities,  $745,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North 
Carolina:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $11,558,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina:  Troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities,  $1,184,000. 

Wendover  Air  Force  Base,  Wendover,  Utah:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $2,035,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$229,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $7,331,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  $430,000. 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training 
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facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$4,742,000. 

Galena  Airfield :  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$350,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Community  facilities,  $1,630,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $11,500,000. 

AIK  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $1,366,000. 

CARIBBEAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Howard  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  $1,400,000. 

FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,642,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$12,738,000. 
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MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $15,006,000. 

STATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Andersen  Air  Force  Base,  Guam :  Community  facilities, 
$820,000. 

Barney  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Bico:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition,  $3,783,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$59,613,000. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  suppfy  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $39,217,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$170,000. 
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AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  ANI)  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$70,000,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  establish 
or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by 
acquiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  in¬ 
stalling  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land 
acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and 
equipment  in  the  total  amount  of  $65,000,000. 

Sec.  303.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — with 
respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan  Station,  Pescadero,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$224,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$584,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command”— 
with  respect  to  Clinton-Sherman  Airport,  Clinton,  Okla¬ 
homa,  strike  out  “$11,393,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
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“$12,686,000”;  and  strike  out  “$1,463,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,756,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  com¬ 
mand” — with  respect  to  Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hemp¬ 
stead,  New  York,  strike  out  “$729,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$929,000”;  and  strike  out  “$686,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$886,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$27,478,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$29,442,000”;  and  strike  out  “$16,192,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$18,156,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  so  much  as  reads  “$406,120,000”  and  “$415,- 
949,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$409,937,000”  and 
“$419,766,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  304.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$1,716,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,717,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  site,  North  Da- 
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kota,  strike  out  “$7,709,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,220,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,029,000  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,195,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Minot  site,  North  Dakota,  strike 
out  “$6,603,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,268,- 
000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Ox¬ 
nard,  California,  strike  out  “$2,445,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,935,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Selfridge  Air  Force  Base, 
Mount  Clemens,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$5,526,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,445,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Youngstown  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$742,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$893,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma, 
Arizona,  strike  out  “$2,107,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,676,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “aik  materiel  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brookley  Air  Force  Base, 
Mobile,  Alabama,  strike  out  “$4,170,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,728,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Kome, 
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New  York,  strike  out  “$15,803,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$16,654,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force  Base, 
Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$9,522,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,970,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force 
Base,  Dayton,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$12,001,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$14,508,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base, 
Houston,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,438,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,876,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base, 
San  Angelo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$4,081,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,088,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Greenville  Air  Force  Base, 
Greenville,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$500,000  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$545,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Harlingen  Air  Force  Base, 
Harlingen,  Texas,  strike  out  “$446,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$529,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  James  Connally  Air  Force 
Base,  Waco,  Texas,  strike  out  “$883,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,129,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Mather  Air  Force  Base, 
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Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$  1,5 16, 000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,998,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Keese  Air  Force  Base,  Lub¬ 
bock,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,076,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,304,000”; 

(8)  With  respect  to  Williams  Air  Force  Base, 
Chandler,  Arizona,  strike  out  “$1,215,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,556,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “headquarters  command” — 
with  respect  to  Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$520,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$825,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — with  respect  to  Indian  Springs  Air  Force 
Base  (Kirtland  Auxiliary  Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada, 
strike  out  “$555,500”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$624,- 
500”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas,  strike  out  “$5,929,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,363,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor, 
Maine,  strike  out  “$11,155,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$12,218,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fair- 
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field,  California,  strike  out  “$9,769,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$11,473,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Bos¬ 
well,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$6,657,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$8,324,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “tactical  air  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Alexandria  Air  Force  Base, 
Alexandria,  Louisiana,  strike  out  “$2,684,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,527,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base, 
Peru,  Indiana,  strike  out  “$559,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$611,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  George  Air  Force  Base,  Victor¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$1,598,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,905,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses 
Lake,  Washington,  strike  out  “$4,724,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,197,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Sewart  Air  Force  Base, 
Smyrna,  Tennessee,  strike  out  “$3,589,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,010,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 
Under  the  subheading  “alaskan  air  command” — 
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with  respect  to  Galena  Airfield,  strike  out  “$518,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$735,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “area  control  navigational 
aids” — with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$526,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,394,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$801,256,000”,  “$532,454,000”, 
and  “$1,339,060,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$824,- 
300,000”,  “$533,539,000”,  and  “$1,363,189,000”,  re¬ 
spectively. 

Sec.  305.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Duluth  Municipal  Airport, 
Duluth,  Minnesota,  strike  out  “$863,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,469,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$2,827,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,079,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glas¬ 
gow,  Montana,  strike  out  “$2,470,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,080,000”: 

(4)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base, 
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Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$18,969,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$30,521,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Grandview  Air  Force  Base, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri,  strike  out  “$1,673,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$1,781,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,156,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,336,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon,  strike  out  “$1,130,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,560,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot, 
North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$21,215,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$27,035,000”; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York,  strike  out  “$3,030,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,409,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base, 
Camarillo,  California,  strike  out  “$2,392,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,779,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport, 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  strike  out  “$2,288,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$2,900,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wis- 
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consin,  strike  out  “$4,876,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$8,726,000”; 

(13)  with  respect  to  Wurtsmith  Air  Eorce  Base, 
Oscoda,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$3,278,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,808,000”; 

(14)  with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out 
“$21,510,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,201,000”. 
Under  the  subheading  “aib  mateeiel  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Eorce  Base,  Borne, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$17,966,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,005,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Searsport  Euel  Storage  Station, 
Searsport,  Maine,  strike  out  “$473,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$745,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Tacoma  Euel  Storage  Station, 
Tacoma,  Washington,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$251,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Tinker  Air  Eorce  Base,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$5,990,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$,7,763,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  teaining  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Amarillo  Air  Eorce  Base, 
Amarillo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$17,121,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$26,471,000”; 
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(2)  with  respect  to  Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma, 
Alabama,  strike  out  “$18,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  Force  Base, 
Wichita  Falls,  Texas,  strike  out  “$24,433,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$33,858,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Eeno, 
Nevada,  strike  out  “$2,221,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,063,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid, 
Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$977,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,064,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  university” — with  respect 
to  Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama,  strike 
out  “$215,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$311,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  com¬ 
mand” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marys¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$13,395,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$15,993,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Mari¬ 
etta,  Georgia,  strike  out  “$345,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof,  “$500,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
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(1)  with  respect  to  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field, 
Bedford,  Massachusetts,  strike  out  “$6,939,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,530,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$5,488,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$7,220,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command”— 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,190,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced, 
California,  strike  out  “$2,179,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,643,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Columbus  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$14,518,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$15,322,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base, 
Rapid  City,  South  Dakota,  strike  out  “$943,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,075,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Homestead  Air  Force  Base, 
Homestead,  Florida,  strike  out  “$1,694,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,966,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Lockboume  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$4,952,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,880,000”; 
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(7)  with  respect  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base, 
Great  Falls,  Montana,  strike  out  “$1,236,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,586,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Mountain  Home  Air  Force 
Base,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho,  strike  out  “$2,064,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,607,000” ; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha, 
Nebraska,  strike  out  “$5,697,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$6,155,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base, 
Plattsburgh,  New  York,  strike  out  “$1,491,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,027,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base, 
Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire,  strike  out  “$661,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$720,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base, 
Boswell,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$2,791,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,181,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “tactical  aie  command” — 
with  respect  to  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  strike  out  “$2,613,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,785,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United 
States”  as  follows: 
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Under  the  subheading  “northeast  air  command” — 
with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$75,650,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$94,197,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  402  the 
amounts  “$742,873,000”,  “$405,061,000”,  and  “$1,360,- 
934,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$811,342,000”, 
“$423,608,000”,  and  “$1,447,950,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  306.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  302  of  the  Act 
of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1012),  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  proceed¬ 
ing  with  construction  made  necessary  by  changes  in  Air 
Force  missions,  new  weapons  developments,  new  and  un¬ 
foreseen  research  and  development  requirements,  or  im¬ 
proved  production  schedules,  if  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
determines  that  deferral  of  such  construction  for  inclusion 
in  the  next  military  construction  authorization  Act  would 
be  inconsistent  with  interests  of  national  security,  and  in 
connection  therewith  to  acquire,  constnict,  convert,  rehabili¬ 
tate,  or  install  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  includ¬ 
ing  land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  util¬ 
ities,  and  equipment,  in  the  total  amount  of  $50,000,000: 
Provided ,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  or  his  desig¬ 
nee,  shall  notify  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
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Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  immediately  upon 
reaching  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost  of  con¬ 
struction  of  any  public  work  undertaken  under  this  subsec¬ 
tion,  including  those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto.” 

TITLE  IV 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  401.  The  Secretary  of  each  military  department 
may  proceed  to  establish  or  develop  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties  under  this  Act  without  regard  to  sections  3648  and 
3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  sections 
4774  (d)  and  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 
The  authority  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improve¬ 
ments  on  land  includes  authority  for  surveys,  administration, 
overhead,  planning  and  supervision  incident  to  construction. 
That  authority  may  be  exercised  before  title  to  the  land  is 
approved  under  section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  and  even  though  the  land  is  held  temporarily. 
The  authority  to  acquire  real  estate  or  land  includes  au¬ 
thority  to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire  land,  and  interests 
in  land  (including  temporary  use),  by  gift,  purchase,  ex¬ 
change  of  Government-owned  land,  or  otherwise. 

Sec.  402.  There  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  but 
appropriations  for  public  works  projects  authorized  by  titles 
I,  II,  and  III  shall  not  exceed — 
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(1)  for  title  I:  Inside  the  United  States,  $120,- 
099,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $34,613,000;  sec¬ 
tion  102,  $143,002,000;  or  a  total  of  $297,714,000; 

(2)  for  title  II:  Inside  the  United  States,  $260,- 
377,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $65,627,000;  sec¬ 
tion  202,  $65,091,000;  or  a  total  of  $391,095,000;  and 

(3)  for  title  III:  Inside  the  United  States,  $437,- 
357,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $225,407,000;  sec¬ 
tion  302,  $65,000,000;  or  a  total  of  $727,764,000. 
Sec.  403.  Any  of  the  amounts  named  in  title  I,  II,  or 

III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned,  be  increased  by  5  per  centum  for  projects  inside  the 
United  States  and  by  10  per  centum  for  projects  outside 
the  United  States.  However,  the  total  cost  of  all  projects 
in  each  such  title  may  not  be  more  than  the  total  amount 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  projects  in  that  title. 

Sec.  404.  Whenever — 

(1)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with 
section  2313  (b)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  for 
contracts  made  under  this  Act  for  the  establishment 
or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities  in 
foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out 
of  this  Act ;  and 

(2)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


66 

General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  ade¬ 
quately  auditing  those  contracts; 
the  President  may  exempt  those  contracts  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  that  section. 

Sec.  405.  Contracts  made  by  the  United  States  under 
this  Act  shall  be  awarded,  insofar  as  practicable,  on  a  com¬ 
petitive  basis  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder,  if  the 
national  security  will  not  be  impaired  and  the  award  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  chapter  137  of  title  10,  United  States  Code 
and  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  9,  1955  (69  Stat.  547, 
551).  The  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments  shall 
report  semiannually  to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  with  respect  to 
all  contracts  awarded  on  other  than  a  competitive  basis  to 
the  lowest  responsible  bidder. 

Sec.  406.  As  of  July  1,  1958,  all  authorizations  for 
military  public  works  to  be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary 
of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities, 
and  all  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor,  that  are 
contained  in  Acts  approved  before  July  28,  1954,  and 
not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later  authoriza¬ 
tion  are  repealed,  except — 

( 1 )  authorizations  for  public  works  and  for  appro- 
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priations  therefor  that  are  set  forth  in  those  Acts  in  the 
titles  that  contain  the  general  provisions ; 

(2)  the  authorization  for  public  works  projects  as 
to  which  appropriated  funds  have  been  obligated  for 
construction  contracts  in  whole  or  in  part  before  July 
1,  1958,  and  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor; 

(3)  the  authorization  for  the  rental  guaranty  for 
family  housing  in  the  amount  of  $100,000,000  that  is 
contained  in  section  302  of  Public  Law  534,  Eighty- 
second  Congress; 

(4)  the  authorizations  for  public  works  and  the 
appropriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  sections 
2231-2238  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  as  amended 
(50  U.  S.  C. 882, 883,  885,  886) ; 

(5)  the  authorization  for  the  development  of  the 
Line  of  Communications,  France,  in  the  amount  of 
$60,000,000  that  is  contained  in  title  I,  section  102,  of 
Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress; 

(6)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  410 
of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1016), 
the  authorization  for  (a)  development  of  classified  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,439,000  that  is  contained  in 
title  I,  section  102,  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951 
(65  Stat.  336,  343) ,  and  (b)  development  of  classified 
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facilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,654,000  that  is  contained 
in  title  I,  section  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952 
(66  Stat.  606,  609)  ;  and 

(7)  the  authorization  for  public  works  and  for  the 
appropriations  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  Act 
of  April  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  47) ,  as  amended. 

Sec.  407.  Section  515  of  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (69 
Stat.  324,  352),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1957,  1958,  and 
1959,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
respectively,  are  authorized  to  lease  housing  facilities  at  or 
near  military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents,  if  any, 
without  rental  charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  or  his  designee,  that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate 
housing  facilities  at  or  near  such  military  tactical  installa¬ 
tions.  Such  housing  facilities  shall  be  leased  on  a  family  or 
individual  unit  basis  and  not  more  than  five  thousand  of  such 
units  may  be  so  leased  at  any  one  time.  Expenditures  for 
the  rental  of  such  housing  facilities  may  he  made  out  of  ap¬ 
propriations  available  for  maintenance  and  operation  hut 
may  not  exceed  $150  a  month  for  any  such  unit.” 

Sec.  408.  (a)  Family  quarters  to  be  constructed  under 
the  authority  of  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  the  Act  of  Septem- 
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ber  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119) ,  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor 
area  limitations  respectively  prescribed  in  sections  4774, 
7574,  and  9774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 

(b)  Section  404  of  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68 
Stat.  1119,  1125) ,  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  409.  Title  10,  United  States  Code,  is  amended  as 
follows : 

(a)  Section  4774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Army  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(b)  Section  7574  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“(d)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members 
of  the  Navy  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(c)  Section  9774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Air  Force  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net 
floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 
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Sec.  410.  The  second  paragraph  of  section  407  of  the 
Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119,  1125),  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  from  appropriations  otherwise  available 
for  the  payment  of  quarters  allowances  for  military  per¬ 
sonnel  and  from  appropriate  allotments  or  rental  charges 
for  civilian  personnel,  amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allow¬ 
ances  or  allotments  otherwise  payable  to  or  the  rental 
charges  collected  from  personnel  occupying  any  housing 
constructed  or  acquired  under  authority  of  this  section  after 
deducting  amounts  chargeable  for  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  such  housing:  Provided ,  That  such  payments 
shall  not  exceed  the  dollar  equivalent  of  the  value  of  the 
foreign  currencies  used  for  all  such  construction  or 
acquisition.” 

Sec.  411.  Prior  to  the  termination  of,  or  reduction  in 
the  operations  of,  any  commercial  or  industrial-type  activity 
being  conducted  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  within 
any  of  the  forty-eight  States  or  the  District  of  Columbia 
(other  than  a  nonappropriated  fund  activity),  where  such 
termination  or  reduction  is  for  the  purpose  of  having  the 
supplies  or  services  furnished  by  such  activity  furnished  by 
other  than  civilian  employees  of  the  United  States,  and 
where  such  activity  has  been  conducted  for  five  or  more 
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years  and  requires  the  services  of  ten  or  more  civilian  em¬ 
ployees,  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  file  with  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  a  report  setting  forth  the  details  of  the  proposed 
termination  or  reduction.  Such  proposed  termination  or 
reduction  shall  not  take  effect  until  the  expiration  of  sixty 
days  of  continuous  session  of  the  Congress  following  the 
filing  of  such  report,  and  shall  not  then  take  effect  if,  during 
such  sixty  days  either  House  of  the  Congress  has  adopted 
a  resolution  which,  in  effect,  disapproves  the  proposed 
termination  or  reduction  described  in  such  report.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  section,  continuity  of  session  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  broken  only  by  adjournment  sine  die;  but  in  the 
computation  of  the  sixty-day  period  there  shall  be  excluded 
the  days  on  which  either  House  is  not  in  session  because  of 
an  adjournment  of  more  than  three  days  to  a  day  certain. 

Sec.  412.  The  authority  granted  by  section  2304  (a) 

(1),  title  10,  United  States  Code,  shall  not  be  exercised 
during  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on 
December  16,  1950,  except  with  respect  to — 

( 1 )  purchases  or  contracts  the  aggregate  amount  of 
which  does  not  involve  more  than  $2,500 ; 

(2)  purchases  or  contracts  for  nonperishable  sub¬ 
sistence  supplies; 

(3)  purchases  or  contracts  for  property  or  services 
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for  experimental,  developmental,  or  research  work,  or 
making  or  furnishing  property  for  experiment,  test, 
development,  or  research,  not  exceeding  $100,000. 

(4)  when  in  furtherance  of  small  business,  labor 
surplus  area,  or  major  disaster  area  programs,  the  agency 
head  determines  that  supplies  or  services  are  to  be  pro¬ 
cured  from  small  business  concerns,  from  concerns  which 
will  perform  the  contracts  substantially  within  labor 
surplus  areas  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor, 
or  from  concerns  which  will  perform  the  contracts  sub¬ 
stantially  within  areas  of  major  disaster. 

Sec.  413.  Any  outstanding  authority  heretofore  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119) ,  the 
Act  of  July  15,  1955  (69  Stat.  324) ,  and  the  Act  of  August 
3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991)  for  the  provision  of  family  housing 
shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  family  housing  at 
any  installations  for  which  family  housing  is  authorized  to 
be  constructed  under  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  414.  Section  9  of  the  Air  Force  Academy  Act,  as 
amended  (68  Stat.  49),  is  further  amended  by  striking  out 
in  the  first  sentence  the  figure  “$126,000,000”  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  place  thereof  the  figure  “$147,341,000”. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  July  10,  1957. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 


w 

CD 

p 

p- 


3.  2 
8  5 


p 

p 

& 


(D 

w 


!■*  »  co 


g  &  p 

5  hj  c- 

^  5 

CQ  P* 

O 


o  : 


Oj 

so 


o 

(D 

OQ 


d 

t-* 

*< 

00 


O 

O  '* 

B  M 

«  CO 
P  Ol 

5?  ^ 

c-f- 

(t> 

<& 


o 

p 


H 

© 

p 

P 

P1 

21  8 

p-  S’ 

C+  CD 

t-** 

o  o 


P 

CO 


p  g. 

p  B 
& 

M,  CD 

o  o 

®  p 

co 

o  c 

c-t-  2 

P*  g 

CD  O 

<->  ff. 

hrt  o 

p  3 

I  *• 
HI 

h- «  • 

£ 

*1 


> 

z 

> 

ft 

H 


S 


H  o 

go 

2  O 
8  P 

a  H 

GO 

GO 


X 

?o 

00 

N> 

4^ 


SEP OUT 


tv  ng  co 

it  uHli 


ftwtborijtfetion  foi  ooj&- 
■  Vi  tj»,'  United  Stet*  s  and 

“H-th  mi'iu.  •  taunt  is,  ns 

. .  ♦!  if,  04#  Q&J 


Calendar  No.  866 


85th  Congress  } 

SENATE 

j  Report 

1st  Session  ) 

1  No.  842 

AUTHORIZING  CONSTRUCTION  FOR  THE  MILITARY 

DEPARTMENTS 


August  8  (legislative  day,  July  8),  1957. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Stennis,  from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  8240] 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  8240)  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installa¬ 
tions,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  considered  the  same,  report 
favorably  thereon  with  an  amendment  and  recommend  that  the  bill, 
as  amended,  do  pass. 

Purpose  of  The  Bill 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  provide  new  authorization  for  con¬ 
struction  by  the  military  departments,  both  in  the  United  States  and 
at  certain  overseas  locations,  in  a  total  amount  of  $1,205,643,000. 

The  new  authorization  granted  for  each  military  department  is  as 
follows: 


Title  I  (Army): 

Inside  continental  United  States _ _  SI  14,  949,  000 

Outside  continental  United  States _  34,  477,  000 

Classified  (seo.  102) _  143,  002,  000 


Total. _ _  292,428,000 
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Title  II  (Navy) : 

Inside  continental  United  States -  $216,  175,  000 

Outside  continental  United  States - -  47,  695,  000 

Classified  (sec.  202) - - -  59,  056,  000 


Total . . . .  322,  926,  000 


Title  III  (Air  Force) : 

Inside  continental  United  States _  380,  354,  000 

Outside  continental  United  States -  160,  705,  000 

Classified  (sec.  302) _  47,000,000 


Total _  588,  059,  000 


Grand  total _  1,  203,  413,  000 


Form  of  Committee  Action 

The  bill  on  which  the  committee  has  held  its  hearings  is  S.  1940. 
The  companion  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  is  H.  R.  8240.  Subsequent 
to  passage  by  the  House  of  H.  R.  8240,  the  President  proposed  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Defense  materially 
reducing  the  amount  originally  contemplated  to  be  funded  for  the 
fiscal  year  1958  military  construction  program.  These  changes, 
together  with  those  recommended  by  the  committee,  have  made  it 
desirable  to  report  a  clean  bill  instead  of  adding  the  required  number 
of  amendments  to  the  House-passed  bill. 

Review  Procedure 

Full  and  complete  hearings,  either  open  or  classified  as  the  military 
subject  required,  were  held.  Over  4,000  line  items  were  considered. 
A  published  record  of  open  hearings  on  nonclassified  subjects  is 
available. 

Major  attention  was  directed  to  policy  areas  incident  to  the  overall 
military  requirements,  and  not  specifically  to  routine,  repetitive  items. 
It  stands  to  reason  that  if  Congress  and  the  Nation  are  to  raise  and 
maintain  modern  military  forces  capable  of  conducting  successful 
operations,  these  forces  must  be  provided  with  minimum  essential 
bases  and  facilities. 

criteria 

In  order  to  insure  a  review  procedure  which  would  meet  both  the 
interests  of  economy  and  military  need,  a  standard  criteria  was 
established  in  light  of  which  all  service  requests  were  compared.  In 
general  outline,  this  criteria  is  as  follows: 

1.  Items  considered  firm  requirements: 

(а)  All  operational  aspects  properly  justified  and  for  which  the 
services  plan  to  request  fiscal  year  1958  appropriations. 

(б)  Replacement  of  irreparable  facilities  considered  essential 
to  morale  and  well-being. 

(c)  Chapels. 

(d)  Community  and  recreational  facilities  and  housing  at  iso¬ 
lated  installations,  or  where  local  civilian  community  support 
does  not  exist  at  an  adequate  level. 

(e)  Key  service  school  installations  for  which  the  services  have 
a  long  peacetime  need. 
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(/)  Deficiency  authorizations  pertaining  to  prior-authorized 
projects  resultant  from  cost-of-living  increases,  from  changes 
in  military  technology,  and  new  operational  concepts. 

2.  Items  considered  feasible  to  delete  or  defer: 

(а)  Officers  clubs,  noncommissioned  officers  clubs,  commis¬ 
saries,  post  exchanges,  theaters,  etc.,  where  adequate  facilities 
already  exist,  substitute  facilities  are  available,  or  local  civilian 
community  can  provide  similar  support. 

(б)  Replacement  of  existing  administration  buildings,  ware¬ 
houses,  and  headquarters  buildings. 

(c)  Barracks  and  bachelor  officers  quarters  where  50  percent  of 
permanent  construction  program  is  already  provided,  or  under 
construction,  or  where  existing  World  War  II  assets  can  continue 
to  be  utilized  on  an  economical  basis. 

(d)  Family  housing  where  there  exists  adequate  civilian  com¬ 
munity  support  or  sufficient  prior  authorization. 

(e)  All  items  not  being  funded. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  ACTIONS 

r  In  developing  the  program,  each  service  reviewed  the  field  requests 
at  their  respective  Washington  headquarters.  The  resultant  projects 
were  then  submitted  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  for  Proper¬ 
ties  and  Installations.  Originally,  the  total  service  requests  for  new 
authorization  amounted  to  $3,041  million... At  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  level,  this  total  was  reduced  to  $2,098  million.  Following 
this,  further  reductions  were  made,  presumably  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  until  the  final  official  figure  submitted  to  Congress  was 
approximately  $1,779  million. 

On  the  opening  day  of  the  hearings,  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense  for  Properties  and  Installations  stated: 

Finally,  after  our  Department  of  Defense  review  of  this 
bill  was  completed,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  conducted  a 
still  further  review  based  on  the  most  rigid  concept  of 
economy,  such  as  deferring  the  replacement  of  many  World 
War  II  structures  and  rephasing  certain  new  work  until 
future  years,  as  a  result  of  which  the  program  was.  reduced 
to  the  amounts  shown  in  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  the  bill  now 
before  this  committee,  which  total  $1,561,33.8,000  ($323,- 
325,000  in  title  I;  $435,099,000  in  title  II;  and  $802,914,000 
in  title  III).  This  final  reduction  conforms  to  a  corres¬ 
ponding  reduction  of  $200  million  in  the  fiscal  year  1958  new 
obligational  authority  which  was  made  by  the  President  on 
April  18,  1957.  We  feel  that  this  is  the  minimum  amount 
needed  to  satisfactorily  support  the  missions  assigned  to  our 
military  forces.1 

In  order  that  the  committee  may  review  the  status  of  all 
military  construction  authorization  through  fiscal  years  1948. 
to  date,  the  following  summary  is  provided : 

1  Italics  supplied. 
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[In  millions] 


Army 

Navy 

Air 

Force 

Total 

Total  authorizations,  fiscal  year  1948  through 
fiscal  year  1957 _  .  _  .  _ 

$4, 065 

$3, 333 

$10, 882 

$18, 280 

Less  authorization  rescinded  by  sec.  204,  Public 
Law  534,  82d  Cong _  . 

0 

-17 

0 

-17 

Less  authorization  rescinded  by  title  VI,  Public 
Law  209,  83d  Cong _ 

-271 

-78 

-399 

-748 

Less  authorization  rescinded  by  sec.  302  (b), 
Public  Law  534,  83d  Cong _  _ 

0 

0 

-37 

-37 

Less  authorization  repealed  by  sec.  511,  Public 
Law  161,  84th  Cong _ 

-297 

-190 

-484 

-971 

Less  estimated  authorization  to  be  repealed  by 
sec.  410,  Public  Law  968,  84th  Cong _ _ 

-61 

-45 

-200 

-306 

Less  total  appropriations,  fiscal  year  1948  through 
fiscal  year  1957 _ _ _ _ _ 

-3, 048 

-2,745 

-8,239 

-14, 032 

Residual  authorization  to  be  available  at 
end  of  fiscal  year  1957 . . . . . 

388 

258 

1,523 

2,169 

Additional  new  authorization  proposed  by  fiscal 
year  1958  bill  _  ..  . . . 

+298 

+391 

+727 

+1,416 

Increases  in  prior  years  authorizations  proposed 
by  fiscal  year  1958  bill-  . . . . . 

+28 

+43 

+115 

+181 

Total  of  fiscal  year  1957  residual  and  pro¬ 
posed  fiscal  year  1958  authorizations _ 

714 

692 

2,365 

3, 771 

Less  estimated  authorization  to  be  repealed  by 
sec.  406  of  fiscal  vear  1958  bill _ _ _ 

-8 

-10 

-50 

-68 

Less  estimated  authorization  available  for  rescis¬ 
sion  as  reported  under  provisions  of  sec.  408  (b), 
Public  Law  564,  8lst  Cong _ 

-10 

0 

0 

-10 

Less  proposed  fiscal  year  1958  appropriation _ 

-362 

-297 

-1, 153 

-1,900 

Residual  authorization  to  be  available  at 
end  of  fiscal  year  1958 _ _ _ 

334 

341 

1, 162 

1,793 

Note. — The  above  figures  are  no  longer  correct.  They  were  correct  at  the  time  Mr. 
Bryant,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  (P.  and  I.)  made  his  statement. 


This  tabulation  illustrates  that  the  amount  of  residual 
authorization  available  to  the  three  military  departments  is 
being  steadily  reduced  each  fiscal  year.  This  means  that 
each  year  the  lowest  priority  projects  are  eliminated  through 
the  annual  rescission  of  unfunded  authorization  over  5  years 
old.  Consequently,  the  balance  of  residual  authorization 
left  available  is  steadily  being  reviewed,  and  consists  of  both 
urgently  needed  projects,  and  other  projects  for  which  the 
requirement  has  changed  due  to  revisions  in  missions  and 
weapons.  The  military  departments  are  each  using  part  of 
their  annual  construction  appropriations  to  assure  continued 
progress  on  the  most  urgent  of  these  residual  projects.  The 
balance  of  their  annual  appropriation  is  applied  to  essential 
new  authorizations.  It  is  necessary  that  a  proper  balance 
and  control  be  maintained  between  these  two  segments  of  the 
program,  so  that  construction  can  satisfactorily  proceed  on 
both  residual  and  new  authorization,  at  a  rate  which  is  in 
proper  relationship  to  the  funds  the  Defense  Department 
can  make  available  for  military  construction.  In  order  to 
achieve  this,  the  amount  of  new  authorization  requested  this 
year  has  been  closely  limited  and  consists  mainly  of  addi¬ 
tional  increments  on  projects  already  underway,  items 
required  to  support  new  weapons  developments,  and  essen¬ 
tial  modernization  of  our  bases.  It  is  intended  to  fund  and 
utilize  all  of  this  new  authorization  during  fiscal  year  1958. 1 


*  Italics  supplied. 
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AUTHORIZATIONS  VERSUS  APPROPRIATIONS 

The  Committee  compliments  the  Department  of  Defense  on  its 
intent  to  “fund  and  utilize  all  this  new  authority  during  fiscal  year 
1958.”  It  has  long  been  of  the  opinion  that  too  great  an  imbalance 
between  authorizations  and  appropriations  is  undesirable.  This  year, 
for  the  first  time  in  the  long  history  of  military  construction  authoriza¬ 
tion  bills,  it  appeared  that  the  Department  of  Defense  would  fund  its 
new  authorizations. 

On  June  28,  1957,  the  President,  upon  the  advice  of  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  (dated  June  26,  1957),  submitted  to  Con¬ 
gress  a  request  for  a  supplemental  Defense  appropriation  in  the  amount 
of  $1,665,500,000.  This  action,  in  effect,  precluded  the  services  from 
funding  a  large  portion  of  the  fiscal  year  1958  construction  authoriza¬ 
tion  program  as  planned  and  testified  to,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the 
Department  of  Defense  had  assured  the  committee  that  “it  is  intended 
to  fund  and  utilize  all  of  this  new  construction  during  fiscal  year  1958.” 

The  composition  of  the  Defense  funding  program  as  of  August  6, 
1957,  is  shown  below: 

[In  millions] 


Service 

Amount  of 
new  fiscal 
year  1958 
authoriza¬ 
tion  for 
which  appro¬ 
priation 
committee 
clearance  is 
requested 

Amount  of 
prior  years 
authoriza¬ 
tion  for 
which  appro¬ 
priation 
committee 
clearance  is 
requested 

Total  fiscal 
year  1958 
appropria¬ 
tion  funding 
program 

Total  fiscal 
year  1958 
appropria¬ 
tion  request 

Diflerence 
between 
appropria¬ 
tion  funding 
program  and 
appropria. 
tion  request 

Army _ _ _ _ _ 

$297 

$77 

$374 

$325 

$49 

Navy _  _  _ 

312 

74 

386 

335 

51 

Air  Force . . . . 

594 

582 

1,176 

1,000 

176 

Total _ 

1,203 

733 

1,936 

1,660 

276 

FINAL  COMMITTEE  ACTION 

Based  on  the  foregoing  and  in  consideration  of  all  facts  presented 
during  the  hearings,  the  committee  felt  that  it  had  no  other  recourse 
than  to  deny  authorization  authority  for  those  items  which  the  serv¬ 
ices  were  forced  to  defer  because  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  would  not  allow  sufficient  moneys.  The  committee  requested 
and  received  from  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  a  list  of  the  items 
which  they  proposed  to  defer.  In  almost  all  instances,  the  services 
assured  the  committee  that  these  deferrals  did  not  represent  cancella¬ 
tions  and  that  it  was  still  their  plan  to  eventually  construct  the 
suspended  facilities  whenever  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  approved  the 
necessary  funds. 

As  a  result  of  its  completed  review  of  all  items  in  the  bill,  the 
committee  concluded  that  it  would  recommend  new  authorization  in 
a  total  amount  of  $1,203,413,000.  This  amounts  to  a  reduction  of 
$357,925,000  or  23  percent  of  the  sum  originally  requested,  decreasing 
each  services’  portion  as  follows:  Title  I,  Army,  $30,897,000  (10  per¬ 
cent) ;  title  II,  Navy,  $112,173,000  (26  percent);  title  III,  Air  Force 
$214,855,000  (27  percent). 
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Authority  and  Responsibilities 

Since  the  advent  of  modern,  highly  complex,  and  technical  military 
forces,  it  has  become  absolutely  essential  to  maintain  a  long-range  and 
integrated  construction  program  designed  to  provide  a  base  structure 
sufficient  to  support  assigned  missions. 

Congress  has  the  responsibility  to  provide  the  needed  authority  and 
funds.  It  has  consistently  done  so  through  the  fiscal  A^ear  construction 
authorization  bills  and  appropriations.  Congress  is  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  unfettered  advice  from  those  who  have  the  responsibility 
for  directing  our  common  defenses. 

In  this  case,  a  program  supposedly  approved  by  the  Defense 
Establishment,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  the  President  was 
official^  presented  in  May  1957,  as  the  minimum  amount  needed  to 
satisfactorily  support  our  military  forces,  and  yet,  only  a  month  later, 
insufficient  funds  to  implement  the  program  were  requested. 

The  committee  is  gravely  concerned  over  the  possibility  that  funda¬ 
mental  military  decisions  are  being  made  by  agencies  and  individuals 
of  the  Federal  Government  who  have  no  military  responsibility  or 
background.  Unless  planning  and  coordination  are  shockingly 
deficient,  it  is  inconceivable  that  the  decision  to  reduce  the  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation  e  request  was  not  known  at  the  time  that  senior 
Defense  officials  presented  the  original  construction  program  to  Con¬ 
gress.  It  is  understandable  that,  in  the  light  of  economy,  coupled  with 
the  possible  easing  of  international  tensions,  the  military  programs 
could  and  should  be  modified.  The  committee  feels  that  it  is  entitled 
to  receipt  of  information  of  this  nature  and  certainly  expects  the 
Defense  witnesses  who  appear  before  it  be  current  with  regard  to  policy 
decisions. 

The  committee  is  completely  cognizant  of  the  fact  that  the  military 
construction  program  is  a  most  difficult  one  to  develop  and  administer. 
It  is  also  aware  that  any  overproduction  of  facilities  would  not  only 
be  wasteful,  but  perhaps  detrimental  to  our  economy  as  well.  It 
assumes,  however,  that  the  active  Military  Establishment  is  designed 
to  support  approved  national  policy  and  that  this  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  needs  the  minimum  base  facilities  to  carry  out  its  mission. 
With  this  in  mind,  the  previously  mentioned  review  criteria  was 
developed  by  the  committee  in  an  effort  to  insure  maximum  economy 
without  attenuating  operational  capabilities.  The  committee  hopes 
a  similar  reason  exists  to  support  the  reduction  in  the  funding  pro¬ 
gram;  that  the  reduction  does  not  mean  that  essential  defense  doc¬ 
trine  has  been  subordinated  to  financial  considerations. 

future  programs 

It  might  be  argued  that  the  committee  should  approve  all  authori¬ 
zation  requests  regardless  of  the  funding  plan,  but  authorizations 
without  funding  do  not  produce  tangible  and  usable  military  facili¬ 
ties.  The  committee  definitely  believes  Congress  and  its  committees 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  review  and  act  on  programs  which  are 
not  intended  to  be  implemented  during  the  period  for  which  the  need 
is  said  to  exist. 

Next  year  the  committee  hopes  it  will  receive  at  an  early  date  in  the 
session  a  completely  finalized  program  predicated  on  military  needs 
and  supported  by  all  witnesses  responsible  for  all  aspects  of  the  pro¬ 
gram’s  formulation. 
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Nothing  in  this  report  should  be  interpreted  to  mean  that  the 
committee  lacks  faith  in  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  OSD  officials 
who  most  ably  presented  the  fiscal  year  1958  program.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  the  committee  has  learned  during  past  years  to  expect  an  out¬ 
standing  level  of  professional  competence  from  these  witnesses,  both 
civilian  and  military.  This  year  was  no  exception.  In  the  Office  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  (P&I),  the  Directorate  of  Construc¬ 
tion  is  to  be  especially  complimented.  The  development  by  this 
group  of  a  unified  format  in  presenting  project  justifications  has 
greatly  simplified  and  expedited  the  work  of  the  committee.  During 
the  past  3  years,  the  committee  has  observed  that  the  impartial  and 
comprehensive  review  principles  developed  and  applied  by  this  Office 
has  resulted  in  concrete  progress  toward  unification,  with  a  resulting 
confidence  so  instilled  that  the  committee  has  often  been  able  to  ac¬ 
cept  on  face  value  the  voluminous  data  presented  in  support  of  indi¬ 
vidual  line  items. 

Although  the  committee  is  gratified  with  these  advances,  it  is  con¬ 
strained  nevertheless  to  cite  several  aspects  of  the  program  toward 
which  it  feels  most  serious  concern.  The  committee  is  not  satisfied 
that  certain  construction  requirements,  such  as  title  VIII  housing 
financed  under  other  legislation,  are  subject  to  the  same  rigorous 
scrutiny  as  is  applied  to  the  military  construction  authorization  bill. 
The  committee  is  further  disturbed  over  the  possibility  that  the 
military  construction  program  is  being  developed  over  a  lengthy 
programing  cycle  on  a  unilaterial  basis  without  any  definite  knowledge 
of  the  mil i tary  attitude  or  national  policy  conditions  which  may 
prevail  at  the  time  of  eventual  construction. 

It  becomes  only  too  obvious,  therefore,  that  the  most  grave  re¬ 
sponsibility  rests  on  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  overcome 
these  deficiencies  in  its  final  evaluation  of  the  military  construction 
authorization  requests  before  their  submission  to  Congress.  The 
committee  feels  that  this  responsibility  can  only  be  discharged  by 
concurrent  and  final  reconciliation  of  the  military  construction  pro¬ 
gram  with  approved  military  plans,  force  levels,  and  objectives. 

Family  Housing 

STATUS  OF  PROGRAM 

During  the  hearings  Defense  witnesses  testified  that  the  family 
housing  program  was  predicated  on  the  authorized  military  strengths 
of  1,027,000,  Army;  857,000,  Navy  and  Marine  Corps;  and  925,000, 
Air  Force,  or  a  total  of  approximately  2,809,000.  Based  on  this 
strength,  the  requirements,  assets,  and  deficits  were  stated  to  be  as 
follows : 


Army 

Navy 

Air  Force 

Total 

Gross  requirements _ _ 

245, 498 
150, 029 

173, 797 
97, 180 

274, 600 
153, 485 

693, 895 
400, 694 

95,  469 
22, 424 

76,  617 
22, 686 

121,115 
49,  817 

293,  201 
94, 927 

Programed  housing _ 

Deficit _ 

73, 045 
57, 147 
15, 898 

53, 931 
47, 645 
6,286 

71, 298 
36,  653 
34,  645 

198,  274 
141, 445 
56,829 

United  States _  _ 

Overseas _ 
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From  the  above,  it  can  readily  be  seen  that  even  if  the  currently 
programed  94,927  units  are  constructed,  there  will  still  exist  a  deficit 
of  almost  200,000  units.  This  does  not  take  into  consideration  the 
requirements  of  enlisted  personnel  of  the  lower  pay  grades. 

APPROPRIATED  FUND  HOUSING 

While  it  is  the  announced  decision  of  the  Department  of  Defense  to 
make  maximum  utilization  of  the  provisions  of  title  VIII  of  the 
National  Housing  Act  (Capehart),  requests  for  certain  appropriated 
fund  units  were  made.  A  summary  of  this  type  of  proposed  author¬ 
izations  follows: 


Military  department  and 
installation 

Units 

Amount 

Military  department  and 
installation 

Units 

Amount 

All  Departments _ 

United  States _ _ 

2,381 

$54,  572, 000 

Navy _ 

United  States _ 

Overseas _ _ 

459 

$15, 645, 000 

1,607 

774 

28, 038, 000 
26,  534, 000 

0 

459 

0 

15, 645, 000 

Air  Force . . 

415 

12, 625, 000 

1,507 

26, 302, 000 

United  States _ _ _ 

United  States . . . 

100 

315 

1,  736, 000 
10, 889, 000 

1,507 

0 

26, 302, 000 
0 

Overseas _ _ . 

This  bill  authorizes  a  total  of  2,146  units  out  of  the  original  request 
of  2,381— a  reduction  of  235  One  hundred  sixty-seven  units  of  this 
reduction  were  in  effect  withdrawn  at  the  request  of  the  military 
departments.  The  remaining  68  units  were  those  planned  for 
Wendover  Air  Force  Base,  Utah.  The  committee  deleted  these  latter 
units  based  on  testimony  taken  and  upon  advice  from  the  Air  Force 
that  it  was  not  going  to  fund  the  Wendover  operational  items  initially 
contemplated. 

TITLE  VIII  (CAPEHART)  UNITS 

The  title  VIII  housing  program  is  not  a  part  of  the  military  con¬ 
struction  bill  under  consideration.  However,  in  view  of  the  extreme 
importance  of  this  program  in  relation  to  the  overall  Department  of 
Defense  housing  needs,  the  following  tabulation  is  furnished  showing 
the  status  of  the  93,796  units  (231  projects)  of  new  title  VIII  housing 
which  had  been  approved  by  the  Department  of  Defense  as  of  April  15, 
1957: 


Total 

Army 

Navy 

Air  Force 

Approved  by  ASD  (P  &  I)  _ 

93, 796 

27,832 

21, 314 

44,650 

In  process.  .  _ _ 

64,915 
4, 547 
8,068 
16, 266 

12, 757 
2, 147 
4, 078 
8, 850 

20, 719 

31,439 

2,400 

3,830 

6,981 

Being  advertised _  _ 

0 

Bidder  accepted  _ _  .  _  _ 

160 

Under  contract _ _ _ 

435 

Private _ _ 

4, 558 
11, 708 

1,899 
6, 951 

o 

2,659 

4,322 

FNMA . . .  . 

435 

Total  cost  of  units: 

Under  contract _ 

$245, 080, 949 
15, 067 
235, 826, 690 
14, 498 
63,071,115 
172, 755, 575 

9,  254,  259 
569 

$134, 730, 972 
15,224 
129, 074, 170 
14, 585 
26, 793, 515 
102,  280,  655 
5, 656, 802 
639 

$7, 183, 807 
16,515 
6,  847, 200 
15, 741 

0 

$103, 166, 170 
14,  778 
99, 905, 320 
14,311 
36,  277, 600 
63, 627, 720 
3, 260, 850 
467 

Average _  _ _ _  . 

Mortgage  proceeds..  _ _ _ _  _ 

Average _  .  _ 

Private  _  .  . 

FNMA _ _ 

6, 847, 200 
336, 607 
774 

Appropriated  funds _ _ _ 

Average _ 
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WHERRY  HOUSING 

While  Wherry  units,  like  Capehart,  are  not  specifically  a  considera¬ 
tion  of  this  bill,  nevertheless  they  represent  an  important  portion 
of  the  military  departments  family-housing  assets. 

The  Wherry  Act  was  originally  conceived  as  a  method  of  providing 
housing  units  by  private  financing.  About  82,000  units  were  con¬ 
structed  during  the  effective  life  of  the  act  (August  8,  1949  to  June 
30.  1956). 

Based  on  a  certification  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  that  the  housing 
was  needed,  the  FHA  insured  the  mortgages.  These  unit  mortgages 
averaged  $8,100,  or  90  percent,  of  the  average  unit  cost  limitation 
of  $9,000.  The  mortgages  are  designed  to  amortize  over  a  period  of 
about  33  years  at  4%  percent  interest. 

In  general,  Wherry  housing  projects  were  built  on  land  leased  to 
a  private  sponsor  by  the  Government  for  a  75-year  period,  at  the  end 
of  which  the  Government  obtains  title. 

Rental  levels  are  established  by  the  FHA  predicated  on  estimates 
of  the  ability  of  military  personnel  to  pay.  Military  personnel 
occupying  such  units  do  not  surrender  their  rental  allowances  as  is 
normally  the  case,  nor  is  it  mandatory  that  theyr  occupy  these  units 
as  is  the  case  with  those  constructed  with  appropriated  funds. 

The  present  value  of  the  82,000  Wherry  units  located  on  Govern¬ 
ment-leased  land  is  estimated  in  excess  of  $1  billion. 

Recognizing  that  Wherry  units  would  be  in  existence  at  military 
installations  for  perhaps  the  next  60  to  70  years  and  that  in  many 
instances  it  would  be  desirable  for  the  military  departments  to  pur¬ 
chase  them,  Congress  enacted  permissive  acquisition  legislation  in 
1955.  In  1956,  by  Public  Law  1020,  84th  Congress,  it  was  made 
mandatory  for  the  Defense  Establishment  to  purchase  Wherry  proj¬ 
ects  at  locations  where  Capehart  units  were  to  be  constructed.  To 
date,  14  Wherry  projects  representing  7,937  units  have  been  acquired, 
or  are  in  the  process  of  acquisition. 


S.  Kept.  S42,  85-1 - 2 
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COMPARATIVE  COSTS 

The  following  tabulation  shows  the  comparative  costs  of  the 
several  methods  of  providing  housing  for  military  personnel : 


Cost  of  family  housing  ( without  land)* 


Type  of  housing 

20  to  25  years 

60  years 

$22, 842 

16,  500 
6, 342 

Interest,  at  3H  percent _ 

Title  VIII,  Capehart1  2 * 4 . _ . . . . . 

26,  543 

15,  500 
9,042 
565 
1,000 
436 

Interest,  at  4  percent _  _  _ _ 

Appropriated-fund  aid _  __  _ _ _  _ 

Interest,  at  3*4  percent  on  appropriated-fund  aid _ 

20, 000 

Mortgage  payments  (assumed  from  sponsor) _ 

13,  443 
1,  500 
500 
3,500 
1, 057 

Equify  payment  to  sponsor _ 

Immediate  minor  repairs _ _ 

Alterations  to  quarters  standards _ 

Interest  on  Government  costs _ 

Title  VIII,  Wherry  (if  not  acquired),  quarters  allowance,  at  $90  per  month.. 

National  average  5 _ 

27, 000 

$54,000 

20,549 

Initial  sales  price _ 

12, 136 
8,423 
(2, 664) 

Cost  of  land _ _ 

1  Estimated  costs  based  on  average  units  and  on  the  assumption  that  $90  per  month  (average  quarters 
allowance)  is  available  to  pay  all  costs,  including  interest  and  mortgage  insurance  premiums  in  the  case  of 
FHA-insured  mortgages  (Capehart  and  Wherry).  Costs  of  maintenance  and  operation  are  not  included 
since  they  are  assumed  to  be  the  same,  on  the  average,  for  all  types  of  units. 

2  Initial  cost  is  an  average  based  on  contracts  recently  awarded.  Interest  rate  of  3)4  percent  Is  based  on 
approximate  cost  of  money  to  the  Government;  at  this  rate  a  monthly  payment  of  $89.93  will  pay  off  $16,500 
in  21  years  3  mouths;  the  total  amount  paid  during  this  period  would  be  $22,842  ($16,500  for  principal  and 
$6,342  for  interest). 

2  Initial  cost  of  $15,500  plus  $1,000  of  appropriated  funds  for  site  acquisition,  site  preparation,  and  off-site 
utilities  (authorized  by  sec.  505,  Public  Law  155-82)  provides  a  unit  comparable  to  that  obtained  under 
MCA  program.  A  monthly  payment  of  $81.84  plus  the  mortgage  insurance  premium  (ranging  from  $3.12 
in  the  1st  year  to  0  in  the  last)  pays  off  the  $15,500  insured  mortgage  loan  in  25  years;  the  total  amount  paid 
would  be  $25,117  ($15,500  for  principal,  $9,052  for  interest,  and  $505  for  mortgage  insurance) .  Using  a  monthly 
payment  of  $5.04,  the  $1,000  of  appropriated  funds  can  be  paid  off  in  23  years  9  months;  the  total  amount 
paid  would  be  $1,436  ($1,000  for  principal  and  $436  for  interest). 

4  Based  on  unit  costing  $9,000  with  $8,100  mortgage  financed  at  4$4  percent  (under  authority  of  sec.  10, 
Public  Law  94-83).  Assuming  that  unit  is  bought  after  4  years  of  private  operation,  333  payments  (27  years 
9  months)  remain  on  the  mortgage  loan;  at  $38.82  per  month,  these  amount  to  about  $7,500  for  principal  and 
$5,427  for  interest  plus  $516  for  mortgage  insurance.  Appropriated  funds  must  be  used  for  equity  payment 
to  the  sponsor  and  for  minor  repairs  and  major  alterations  (to  bring  house  up  to  public  quarters  standards). 
Using  a  monthly  payment  of  $49.30  (balance  of  average  quarters  allowance),  the  total  appropriated-fund 
cost  of  $5,500  at  an  interest  rate  of  3J4  percent  can  be  paid  off  in  11  years  1  month;  the  total  cost  is  $6,557, 
including  $1,057  for  interest. 

5  Based  on  committee  estimate  of  1957  average  sales  price  per  single  unit.  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 
indicates  national  average  sales  price  for  1954  as  $12,300;  1955  as  $13,600;  1956  as  $14,700.  All  prices  included 
land  costs,  which  are  estimated  to  average  18-20  percent  of  sales  price.  Interest  figured  on  mortgage  of 
$10,000  at  5  percent  for  25  years. 

Source:  Family  Housing  Division,  Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  for  Properties  and  Installations. 


SUMMATION  AND  COMMITTEE  OPINION 

Understandably,  the  above  costs  are  averages  (in  some  instances 
only  estimates)  and  cannot  be  considered  accurate  in  every  precise 
detail.  Nevertheless,  it  is  plain  that  appropriated  fund  housing  is 
the  most  economical,  even  considering  estimated  interest  costs.  Ac¬ 
tually,  in  years  of  a  balanced  budget,  anticipated  interest  costs  should 
not  materialize. 
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The  approximate  $3,700  difference  between  title  VIII  Capehart 
units  and  appropriated-fund  units,  when  applied  to  the  near  200,000- 
unit  deficit,  would  result  in  a  saving  of  $740  million  if  direct  appro¬ 
priations  were  used.  If  the  interest  on  appropriated  funds  is  deducted, 
the  savings  would  be  over  $1,900  million — either  is  worth  reaMzing. 
Viewed  another  way,  if  appropriated  units  had  been  substituted  for 
the  nearly  94,000  Capehart  units  approved  by  Defense  as  of  April 
this  year,  the  savings  would  have  been  almost  $340,000,000. 

If  Wherry  units  are  not  acquired,  each  $9,000  unit  will  eventually 
cost  the  taxpayer  in  excess  of  $50,000  (through  rental  allowances). 
Multiplied  by  80,000  units,  the  total  is  $4  billion.  If  80,000  units 
are  acquired  at  an  average  outside  cost  of  $20,000  each,  the  total 
charge  would  be  $1,600  million,  including  substantial  alterations  de¬ 
signed  to  better  the  units. 

The  committee  has  stated  before  and  iterates  again  that  the  most 
economical  way  to  provide  family  housing  for  our  service  families  is 
through  the  use  of  appropriated  funds.  Each  service  representative, 
I  when  appearing  before  the  committee,  has  agreed  to  this  principle. 
On  May  23,  1957,  Secretary  Wilson,  when  appearing  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Appropriations  Committee  in  defense  of  the  fiscal  year  1958 
appropriations  request,  was  asked  for  his  opinion,  as  a  businessman, 
whether  it  would  be  less  expensive  for  the  Government  to  construct 
appropriated-fund  housing.  Secretary  Wilson’s  reply  is  quoted  below : 

I  think  the  answer  to  that  is  “Yes,”  that  it  is  cheapest  to 
do  it  with  Government  funds,  unless  you  do  it  in  such  a 
way  that  it  is  more  or  less  off  your  military  post  or  something 
like  that  in  a  separate  housing  business. 

But  if  we  have  to  be  responsible  for  the  rent  for  20  years 
or  something  like  that,  or  repurchase  it  like  we  have  to  do 
with  warehouses,  I  would  say  it  really  would  be  cheaper  to 
put  the  money  up  in  the  first  place,  because,  basically,  our 
Government  has  the  best  credit  in  the  United  States;  it  can 
borrow  money  cheaper. 

This  was  an  effort,  I  suppose,  to  avoid  taxing  the  people 
now  with  a  big  budget  and  trying  to  get  the  budget  down. 

The  committee  is  in  complete  accord  with  the  policy  to  provide 
|  service  personnel  with  adequate  quarters.  It  is  interesting  to  note 
from  the  preceding  cost  table  that  the  average  initial  cost  of  current 
military  housing  is  nearly  7.5  percent  above  the  national  single-unit 
average.  The  committee  has  consistently  approved  properly  justi¬ 
fied  appropriated-fund  family  housing  requests  and  expects  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  do  so  until  the  need  is  met.  However,  it  is  vigorously  opposed 
to  “credit  card”  budgetary  procedures  which  camouflage  the  initial 
costs  by  deleting  them  from  current  budgets  only  to  pass  them  on 
accompanied  by  unnecessary  “service  charges”  for  inevitable  pay¬ 
ment  by  the  taxpayer.  As  Secretary  Wilson  stated  in  the  last  para¬ 
graph  of  the  above  quotation,  it  can  be  argued  that  the  non-appropri- 
ated-fund  method  “get(s)  the  budget  down.”  Such  philosophy  is 
quite  erroneous.  Hidden  costs  not  shown  in  the  budget  do  not  really 
balance  the  budget.  They  simply  confuse  the  issue,  delay  the 
reckoning,  and  present  a  false  picture. 

The  committee  also  believes,  as  it  stated  last  year,  that  the  perma¬ 
nent  housing  construction  program  must  be  designed  to  bear  a  definite 
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relation  to  the  long-range  troop  basis.  If  mortgages  are  to  be  amor¬ 
tized  over  a  long  period  of  time,  it  is  only  logical  to  expect  that  the 
continuity  of  the  troop  structure  bear  some  relation  to  the  amortiza¬ 
tion  period  of  the  mortgage.  When  this  year’s  housing  program  was 
presented  to  the  committee,  it  was  stated  that  it  was  designed  to 
support  the  existing  troop  strength  of  approximately  2,800,000,  yet, 
since  that  time,  orders  have  been  issued  to  reduce  this  strength  by 
100,000  and  rumors  persist  that  additional  and  larger  cuts  are  in  the 
offing. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  section  407  has  been  included  in 
the  bill  to  insure  the  proper  and  essential  review  by  the  committees  of 
Congress  responsible  for  military  legislation. 

SUBSTANDARD  QUARTERS 

Another  facet  of  military  family  housing  which  is  currently  a  source 
of  much  concern  is  the  fact  that  1  out  of  5  public  quarters  is  sub¬ 
standard.  The  Comptroller  General  has  ruled  that  any  structures,! 
now  in  use  as  housing,  which  were  built,  remodeled,  or  converted  with 
funds  appropriated  to  the  military  departments,  must  be  considered 
and  operated  as  public  quarters  regardless  of  adequacy,  unless  the 
legislative  authority  for  construction  specifically  contemplated  the 
development  of  rental  housing. 

Under  this  ruling,  many  serious  morale  problems  have  been  created, 
for  situations  inevitably  arise  in  which  one  man  must  forfeit  his  full 
quarters  allowance  for  a  substandard  dwelling  while  at  the  same  in¬ 
stallation  another  man  of  equal  or  lower  grade  is  provided  completely 
adequate  quarters. 

This  condition  is  known  to  be  a  deterrent  to  reenlistment.  When 
it  is  realized  that  there  are  more  than  36,000  such  housing  units  now 
in  use  by  the  military  service,  it  can  readily  be  understood  that  the 
problem  is  one  of  serious  proportion. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  last  year  the  Honorable  Charles  E. 
Bennett,  United  States  Representative,  Second  District,  of  Florida, 
introduced  H.  R.  5731,  designed  to  solve  the  problem  of  substandard 
quarters.  The  Bennett  bill  was  passed  by  the  House  and  an  amended 
version  was  subsequently  approved  by  the  Senate.  Unfortunately, 
it  did  not  become  law.  ( 

This  year,  Congressman  Bennett  again  introduced  his  bill  (H.  R. 
1056)  which  the  House  passed  with  certain  amendments.  Inasmuch 
as  H.  R.  1056  was  being  considered  by  the  committee  at  the  time  the 
military  construction  authorization  bill  was  presented,  the  committee 
took  testimony  on  its  provisions  during  a  special  session  in  conjunction 
with  the  family  housing  aspects  of  the  construction  bill.  As  a  result, 
section  407  has  been  added  to  title  IV  of  this  bill.  If  enacted  into 
law,  section  407  will  enable  members  of  the  Armed  Forces,  the  Coast 
Guard,  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  the  Public  Health  Service  to 
occupy  substandard  quarters  on  a  rental  basis  without  losing  their 
basic  allowances  for  quarters.  In  other  words,  the  services  would  be 
authorized  to  declare  certain  unsuitable  housing  facilities  inadequate 
and  to  use  them  in  the  same  manner  as  if  they  had  been  constructed 
as  rental  units.  Personnel  could  then  occupy  these  inadequate 
quarters  on  an  appropriate  rental  basis  and  receive  their  quarters 
allowance  from  which  they  would  pay  the  necessary  rent. 
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Each  service  lias  innumerable  examples  of  inequities  as  to  occupancy 
of  the  various  types  of  public  quarters,  mam^  of  which  arise  in  the 
same  area.  Of  course,  the  ultimate  solution  is  to  provide  adequate 
and  sufficient  public  quarters.  Until  such  can  be  achieved,  the  serv¬ 
ices  should,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  be  permitted  to  utilize 
inadequate  quarters  on  a  rental  basis  where — 

(1)  There  is  a  lack  of  suitable  community  support  or  other 
housing,  or, 

(2)  There  is  a  requirement  that  certain  key  personnel  live  on 
the  station,  regardless  of  the  adequacy  of  the  housing. 

The  committee  is  of  the  firm  view,  and  so  advised  the  departmental 
representatives,  that  no  recently  constructed  permanent  housing- 
assets  should  be  declared  inadequate  under  the  authority  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  John  H.  Arrington,  Chief,  Family  Housing  Division,  Office  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  assured  the  committee  that  “we 
do  not  contemplate  that  this  would  apply  to  any  recently  built  appro¬ 
priated  fund  housing,  but  this  would  in  general  apply  to  both  Wherry 
housing  and  to  substandard  public  quarters.”  In  addition,  the  com¬ 


mittee  was  assured  that  the  rentals  to  be  charged  for  substandard 
housing  would  be  established  at  levels  comparable  to  those  for  similar 
accommodations  in  the  community. 

In  many  areas  surrounding  military  installations,  availability  of 
private  housing  has  improved  to  the  point  where  service  personnel  are 
able  to  obtain  reasonable  rentals  or  purchase  their  own  homes.  There 
are,  however,  numerous  areas  both  within  the  continental  limits  of 
the  United  States  and  overseas  where  this  not  the  case.  At  some 
installations  there  is  no  private  housing.  At  others,  service  personnel 
are  not  able  to  afford  the  high  rentals.  In  recent  years,  Government 
rental  housing  and  adequate  public  quarters  have  been  constructed 
to  alleviate  the  situation,  yet,  under  existing  conditions  at  many 
bases,  the  precipitate  elimination  of  all  substandard  public  quarters 
would  only  aggravate  the  morale  problem  stemming  from  the  need 
to  house  members  and  their  dependents.  At  a  time  when  all  services 
are  making  every  effort  to  retain  career  personnel,  this  would  create 
a  most  undesirable  situation. 

There  are  instances  where,  because  of  the  nature  of  then-  assigned 
duties  key  personnel  are  required  to  occupy  public  quarters  at  or 
near  their  place  of  duty.  In  this  situation,  military  requirements  give 
the  commanding  officer  no  alternative  but  to  assign  members  to  on- 
station  public  quarters  without  regard  to  then'  adequacy.  To  elimi¬ 
nate  all  substandard  quarters  under  such  circumstances  would  reduce 
the  military  capabilities  of  the  station.  It  should  be  noted  here  that 
in  the  case  of  many  overseas  installations,  no  housing  is  available 
other  than  that  which  exists  on  the  base.  Under  such  circumstances, 
the  services,  from  a  morale  standpoint,  consider  it  essential  that  as 
many  members  as  practicable  have  then'  families  with  them,  in  spite 
of  the  inadequacy  of  the  quarters. 

Both  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense  have  vigorously 
supported  this  type  of  legislation  and  have  stated  that  it  was  high  on 
the  list  of  things  needed  to  be  done  to  improve  the  morale  and  better 
the  living  conditions  of  our  service  personnel.  The  committee  concurs 
in  this  point  of  view  but  points  out  that  the  program  cannot  be 
successful  unless  sound  criteria  is  developed  from  which  proper 
evaluations  can  be  made.  Defense  witnesses  stated  that  they  under- 
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stood  this  aspect  of  the  program  and  that  certain  standards  are  being 
developed.  While  not  finalized  as  yet,  the  tentative  draft  presented 
to  the  committee,  as  shown  below,  is  an  indication  of  the  areas  to  be 
covered: 

MINIMUM  PUBLIC  QUARTERS  STANDARDS  FOR  EVALUATION  OF 
EXISTING  STRUCTURES  (AS  OF  MAY  31,  1957) 

I.  The  following  principles  will  be  used  for  evaluating  the 
adequacy  of  family  housing  for  assignment  to  military  per¬ 
sonnel  as  public  quarters,  and  as  a  general  guide  in  rehabili¬ 
tation  programs: 

Location. — The  location  of  the  dwelling  unit  should  be 
suitable  for  the  residence  of  the  assignee.  Locations  con¬ 
sidered  suitable  should  not  be  adjacent  or  in  close  proximity 
to  firing  ranges,  troop  areas,  sewage-disposal  plants,  waste 
dumps,  industrial  exhausts,  swampy,  stagnant  tracts  pro¬ 
ducing  objectionable  odors,  ammunition  storage  areas,  rail¬ 
roads,  industrial  shops,  slum  areas,  sources  of  excessive  noise 
or  hazards  to  residents,  and  locations  for  which  daily  com¬ 
muting  presents  extreme  inconvenience,  difficulties,  or  in- 
appropriateness  to  an  occupant  with  respect  to  his  duties. 

Net  floor  area. — The  following  table  of  net  floor  areas,  by 
rank  or  grade  and  number  of  bedrooms  will  be  used  as  a 
guide  in  determining  the  minimum  size  of  dwelling  units 
suitable  for  assignment.  Net  floor  area  is  defined  to  be  the 
space  inside  the  exterior  walls,  excluding  basement  (or 
service  and  bulk  storage  space  in  lieu  of  basement),  attic, 
garage  (or  carport),  and  open  porches: 


Minimum  net  square  foot  floor  area  per  dwelling 


Number  of  bedrooms 

Major  or 
lieutenant 
commander 
and  above 

Captain  or 
lieutenant 
and  below 

Enlisted 

grades 

1  _ _ _ 

700 

610 

2 _ _ _ _ 

950 

865 

785 

3 _ _ _ _ _ _ 

1.  120 

1.  OilS 

985 

4 _ _ _ 

1,  225 

1,  185 

1, 080 

Livability.-— The  total  floor  area  should  be  appropriately 
distributed  among  the  various  rooms,  spaces,  and  passage¬ 
ways.  Design  should  be  such  that  the  access  to  the  bath¬ 
room  from  a  bedroom  does  not  require  passage  through  the 
living  room  or  kitchcs;  access  to  bedrooms  does  not  require 
passage  through  other  bedrooms;  and  access  from  the  main 
exterior  entrance  to  the  living  room  does  not  require  passage 
through  the  kitchen  or  bedrooms.  Units  should  have  ade¬ 
quate  closet,  storage,  and  service  space;  and  adequate  yard 
and  service  areas. 

Construction  and  facilities. — The  structure  shall  be  of  sound 
construction  and  in  a  good  state  of  repair,  with  finished  ex¬ 
terior  and  interior  wall  surfaces;  finished  floors;  kitchen  and 
bathroom  facilities  for  the  exclusive  use  of  the  occupant; 
proper  ventilation  and  lighting;  essential  water,  sewer,  elec- 
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tricity,  cooking,  and  heating  services.  Structures  should  be 
weather  and  watertight,  structimdly  safe,  and  without 
serious  potential  hazards  to  the  occupants.  The  dwelling 
should  be  provided  with  essential  collateral  equipment  and 
furnishings. 

II.  Only  in  unusual  circumstances  will  Wherry  housing  be 
declared  inadequate  for  reasons  of  size  alone. 

III.  In  the  event  a  dwelling  unit  does  not  qualify  for 
assignment  as  public  quarters  and  the  survey  establishing 
comparable  rent  and  related  charges  for  such  unit  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Bureau  of  the  Budget  Circular  A-45  (revised) 
results  in  a  proposed  total  charge  for  the  unit  in  excess  of  the 
assignee’s  basic  allowance  for  quarters,  the  dwelling  unit 
may  be  designated  inadequate  public  quarters  to  be  occupied 
on  a  voluntary  basis  with  forfeiture  of  basic  allowance  for 
quarters. 

STATISTICAL  DATA 

The  following  chart  shows  all  of  the  housing  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  affected  services  from  which  it  will  be  noted  that  the  worldwide 
total  of  public  quarters  is  149,208.  Of  these,  112,691  are  adequate 
and  36,517  are  substandard.  The  chart,  in  the  last  column,  shows 
the  number  of  housing  units  now  rented  under  the  authority  of  the 
act  of  July  2,  1945  (59  Stat.  316). 


Housing  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  services 


Public  quarters 

Rental 

housing, 

total 

Total 

Adequate 

Substandard 

92, 434 
20.  128 
35,  625 
686 
None 
335 

71,134 
13.  766 
27, 000 
550 

21, 300 

6,  362 
8, 625 
130 

1,827 
31,  941 
9, 300 
50 
None 
None 

Navy  and  Marine  Corps _ _ 

Coast  Guard - - 

Coast  and  G?odetic  Survey _ _ _ 

Public  Health  Service _  _ 

Total _ -  _ _ 

235 

100 

149,  208 

112, 691 

36,  517 

43, 118 

The  next  chart  below  shows,  by  service,  the  number  of  substandard 
units,  the  gross  appropriations  now  made  in  housing  allowances  against 
the  occupancy  of  these  units,  and  the  rent  receipts  which  it  is  estimated 
will  accrue  to  the  Government  by  reason  of  the  rental  of  these  units 
under  the  provision  of  H.  R.  1056. 


Department  of  Defense  1 

Total 

Army 

Navy  and 
Marine  Corps 

Air  Force 

21, 300 

6,  362 

8, 625 

36, 287 

Gross  appropriations _ 

$24,  151.  200 
15, 383,  286 

$7. 030. 010 
3,  443, 114 

$8,  480,313 
5.  708. 160 

$39,  661,  523 
24,  534,  560 

Rent  receipts _ 

Cost  to  Government _ 

8,  767, 914 

3, 586, 896 

2,  772, 153 

15, 126, 963 

1  With  respect  to  the  Coast  Guard,  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  the  Public  Health  Service  the  gross 
appropriation  required  will  be  $222,702.  The  rental  receipts  will  approximate  $132,000,  or  a  net  cost  of 
$90,702. 
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COMMITTEE  VIEWS 

After  reviewing  the  problem,  the  committee  concluded  that  the 
principle  involved  in  this  legislation  is  sound  and  that  it  is  desirable  for 
morale  purposes  to  provide  legislation  which  will  not  require  full  pay¬ 
ment  of  quarters  allowances  for  inadequate  or  substandard  housing. 
Defense  officials  testified  that  70  to  75  percent  of  the  type  housing 
involved  would  be  utilized  by  enlisted  personnel  and  officers  in  the 
lower  ranks.  The  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  this  legislation 
should  not  be  designed  to  exclude  bachelor  officers  quarters.  It  feels 
that  bachelor  officers,  like  their  married  contemporaries,  should  not  be 
required  to  occupy  substandard  quarters  at  the  expense  of  losing  their 
full  quarters  allowances. 

Of  main  concern  is  the  criteria  to  be  utilized  in  determining  whether 
a  housing  unit  is  substandard.  Defense  witnesses  indicated  the 
Department’s  intent  to  establish  rigid  and  uniform  regulations  and  to 
establish  rental  rates  comparable  to  those  existing  in  each  local  com¬ 
munity  for  similar  type  quarters.  The  committee  believes  that 
rentals  should  in  every  respect  be  competitive  and  that  privately 
owned  housing  in  a  given  area  not  be  made  to  suffer  as  a  result  of  the 
establishment  of  rentals  lower  than  those  found  on  the  open  market. 

The  committee  believes  that  no  unit  should  be  declared  substandard 
unless: 

(a)  It  has  substantial  structural  or  design  defects. 

( b )  It  lacks  essential  utilities  or  facilities. 

(c)  It  is  in  a  deteriorated  condition. 

(d)  It  constitutes  a  potential  hazard  to  health  and  safety. 

It  has  been  suggested  to  the  committee  that  any  legislation  enacted 
should  be  limited  to  a  specific  time  period  and  that  if  units  declared 
substandard  were  not  altered  or  improved  so  as  to  qualify  as  standard 
quarters  at  the  end  of  this  time  period,  they  should  be  demolished  or 
otherwise,  disposed  of.  The  committee  expects  the  services  to  bend 
every  effort  to  improve  any  such  substandard  quarters  with  the  goal 
in  mind  of  eventually  eliminating  the  necessity  of  assigning  personnel 
to  substandard  units.  However,  in  an  era  of  economy  it  is  not 
realistic  to  assume  that  the  services  will  be  allowed  the  necessary 
funds  required  to  reach  this  goal  in  the  immediate  future  and  that 
it  would  certainly  be  impractical  to  permit  the  destruction  or  removal 
of  usable  units,  especially  if  no  other  housing  were  available. 

The  committee  will  expect  the  service  secretaries  to  report  annually 
hereafter  in  conjunction  with  the  submission  of  each  new  military 
construction  authorization  bill  the  number  of  units  declared  sub¬ 
standard  during  the  preceding  year,  the  criteria  utilized,  the  reasons 
for  such  actions,  the  progress  made  in  eliminating  units  from  the 
substandard  list,  and  the  costs  involved. 

TROOP  HOUSING 

In  consideration  of  prior  year  authorization  bills,  the  committee  has 
endeavored  to  approve  every  reasonable  request  for  barracks  and 
supporting  facilities  on  the  proper  assumption  that  our  enlisted  person¬ 
nel  are  not  only  entitled  to  modern  living  quarters,  but  that  denial  of 
such  facilities  results  in  false  economy. 
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This  year  the  committee  established  the  previously  mentioned 
criteria  of  not  approving  barracks  or  bachelor  officers  quarters  where 
50  percent  of  the  permanent  construction  program  was  already  pro¬ 
vided,  i.  e.,  either  existing  or  under  construction.  It  takes  this  action 
in  view  of  information  received  that  if  the  planned  program  envisioned 
by  the  3  services  up  to  and  including  fiscal  year  1960  are  implemented, 
the  Army  would  have  58  percent  of  its  permanent-type  barracks 
constructed,  the  Navy,  57  percent,  and  the  Air  Force,  90  percent. 
On  the  surface,  it  would  appear  logical  to  acquiesce  to  all  requests 
until  the  desired  percentages  were  reached;  however,  such  a  philoso¬ 
phy  does  not  take  into  consideration  the  recent  cuts  in  troop  strength, 


or  rumored  future  cuts. 

The  committee  realizes  that  this  year’s  reduction  in  barracks  for  the 
Army  are  somewhat  unfair  to  that  service  because  the  Army  alone,  of 
the  3  services,  has  designed  its  permanent  construction  program  to 
support  approximately  only  66  percent  of  its  existing  troop  basis. 
But  because  the  Army  has  received  the  greater  percentage  of  past  and 
1  current  force  reductions,  the  committee  feels  it  has  no  other  recourse 
than  to  adhere  to  the  50  percent  criteria  until  such  time  as  responsible 
officials  inform  the  committee  as  to  what  further  reductions  can  be 
expected,  how  such  will  be  distributed,  and  at  what  level  a  future 
troop  structure  will  be  established. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  at  this  place  in  the  report  that  the  first 
indication  the  committee  had  that  the  recent  100,000-man  cut  was  to 
be  made  was  received  from  the  newspapers. 

Included  in  this  bill  is  a  $9  million  authorization  for  troop  housing 
facilities  in  Korea.  While  the  committee  believes  that  our  soldiers  in 
Korea  should  long  ago  have  been  provided  with  the  necessary  quarters, 
it  is  concerned  over  the  possibility  that  overseas  construction  programs 
of  this  nature  may  not  be  fully  coordinated  witli  and  designed  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  a  long-range  deployment  plan.  The  committee 
was  assured  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  that  in  this  instance  the 
Department  would  exercise  the  utmost  care  to  insure  that  no  facilities 
would  be  constructed  without  definite  plans  to  utilize  them,  and  that 
should  any  changes  in  deployment  be  made,  they  would  inform  Con¬ 
gress  and  request  permission  to  reprogram.  The  committee  strongly 
urges  the  Defense  Department  and  the  services  to  explore  every 
))  possibility  of  utilizing  surplus  commodities  to  pay  for  all  feasible 
facilities  constructed  in  overseas  areas.  It  will  expect  the  Department 
of  Defense  to  be  prepared  to  report  its  progress  in  this  area  when  next 
year’s  construction  bill  is  submitted. 


GUARANTEED  RENTAL  HOUSING 

General  provision  506,  as  originally  presented,  exempted  the 
$100  million  authorization  from  rental  for  family  housing  contained 
in  section  302,  of  Public  Law  534,  82d  Congress,  from  the  repeal  of 
certain  prior  authorizations.  The  committee  considers  that  the  rental 
guaranty  provisions  are  no  longer  required  and,  therefore,  has  deleted 
this  authority  from  the  exceptions  listed  in  general  provision  506, 
This  provision  is  discussed  at  greater  length  in  a  subsequent  portion 
of  this  report. 
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REAL  ESTATE 


The  large  acquisitions  of  real  estate  by  the  military  departments 
over  the  past  several  years  has  been  a  matter  of  concern  to  members 
of  the  committee.  The  real  property  under  military  control  includes 
property  owned,  leased,  used  by  permit,  easement,  and  various  oc¬ 
cupancy  rights  (foreign  base  agreements).  As  of  June  30,  1956,  the 
military  departments  controlled  approximately  33.6  million  acres  of 
land  throughout  the  world.  This  land,  together  with  the  improve¬ 
ments,  had  an  original  cost  to  the  United  States  of  $22.9  billion. 

The  real  estate  under  military  control  may  be  grouped  as  follows: 
27.1  million  acres  in  the  United  States,  together  with  improvements 
thereon,  having  an  original  cost  of  $18.2  billion;  3.9  million  acres  in 
the  Territories  and  possessions,  together  with  the  improvements 
thereon,  having  an  original  cost  of  $2.5  billion;  and  2.6  million  acres 
in  foreign  countries  together  with  the  improvements  thereon  having 
an  original  cost  of  $2.2  billion. 

The  real  property  under  military  control  in  the  United  States  con-  ( 
sists  of  the  following: 

Acres 


Fee-owned _ 

Public  domain  _ 
Temporary  use 

Leased _ 

Easements _ 


7,  415,  936 
14,  978,  035 
2,  758,  146 
1,  866,  496 
62,  836 


Total _  27,081,449 

Over  half  of  the  land  under  military  control  is  public  domain  land 
that  has  never  been  on  the  tax  rolls;  7,415,936  acres  of  land  have 
been  removed  from  the  tax  rolls  in  the  United  States. 

The  27.1  million  acres  in  the  United  States  is  approximately  1.4 
percent  of  the  total  land  area  in  the  United  States. 

The  Government  owns  409.5  million  acres  of  land  in  the  United 
States,  or  21.5  percent  of  the  total  land  area. 

The  following  summary  shows  the  land  acquired  and  disposed  of 
by  each  military  department  during  the  past  10  fiscal  years: 


Acquisitions 

Disposals 

Acres 

Cost 

Acres 

Cost 1 

Army: 

Fee  and  lesser. .  . . . 

Public  land _ _  _ _ - _ 

650,  665 
2,  335,  417 

96, 091 
259, 600 

407, 613 
1, 171, 944 

$39,  256, 171 

2, 052,  603 

42, 310, 3S1 
50,  075,  257 

80,  681, 835 
407,  018 

1,  642,  467 

5, 167,  707 

95, 479 
157,  781 

540, 494 
877,  218 

j2  $3,  335, 015,709 

306, 160, 928 
24, 213 

}  *  138, 971, 735 

Navy: 

Fee  and  lesser _  .  _ _ ..  . 

Public  land . .  _  - - 

Air  Force: 3 

Public  land. . .  .  .  -  ..  . 

Subtotal  fee  and  lesser _  ... 

Subtotal  public  land _ _  _ 

Total  for  3  military  departments...  .  _ 

1, 154, 369 
3.  766,  961 

162, 248, 387 
52.  534,  878 

2,  278, 440 
6,  202,  706 

4, 921, 330 

214,  783,  265 

8, 481, 146 

3, 780, 172,  585 

>  The  cost  shown  for  the  disposal  of  property  includes  the  original  cost  to  the  Government  of  the  land, 
together  with  the  improvements  made  available  for  disposal  in  accordance  with  existing  law. 

2  Includes  cost  of  improvements  that  were  situated  on  2,266,938  acres  of  leased  land. 

2  Period  1949-56.  Army  figures  include  actions  taken  in  behalf  of  “Air  Corps”  prior  to  1949. 
s  Includes  cost  of  improvements  that  were  situated  on  185.898  acres  of  leased  land. 
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This  shows  that  large  areas  of  land  have  been  disposed  of.  The 
committee  was  assured  that  the  Department  of  Defense  is  increasing 
its  efforts  to  dispose  of  the  maximum  practical  amount. 

At  the  same  time,  the  committee  is  aware  that  new  concepts  and 
weapons  systems  have  made  it  necessary  to  acquire  additional  acreage. 
For  example,  50,000  acres  would  have  provided  an  adequate  artillery 
range  15  years  ago;  however,  the  present  range  requirements  for 
rockets,  guided  missiles,  and  similar  weapons  are  now  measured  in 
millions  of  acres.  Similarly,  the  old  5,000-foot  runways  for  propeller- 
type  aircraft  have  now  been  extended  to  12,000  feet  in  order  to  accom¬ 
modate  new  jet  aircraft.  From  the  foregoing,  it  is  obvious  that  the 
military  departments  will  continue  in  the  future  to  have  some  addi¬ 
tional  requirements  for  land  acquisition. 

The  original  fiscal  year  1958  program  submitted  from  the  military 
departments  requested  $92  million  for  land  acquisition.  This  was 
reduced  to  $22.3  million,  as  a  result  of  the  reviews  conducted  by  the 
Department  of  Defense  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  A  summary  of 
|the  real-estate  acquisitions  which  the  bill  now  contains,  is  shown  in 
the  following  tabulation  (dollar  amounts  are  in  thousands) : 


Fee  acqui¬ 
sition  (in 
acres) 

Fee  cost 

Easement 
acquisition 
(in  acres) 

Easement 

cost 

Total  cost 

Army _  _  _ 

942 

$1, 650 

1,200 

$310 

$1, 960 

Navy _ 

29,  444 

8,  231 

4. 345 

645 

8,  876 

Air  Force _ _ 

9, 140 

5,480 

26, 336 

8,796 

14,  276 

Total _ _ 

39,  215 

15, 187 

30, 050 

9,452 

24, 639 

REPLACEMENT  PLAN 

The  Department  of  Defense  states  that  one  of  the  deterrents  to  it’s 
efforts  to  dispose  of  real  property  is  the  lack  of  assurance  that  the 
necessary  replacement  property  will  be  obtained.  To  correct  this 
situation,  the  Department  of  Defense  is  considering  a  plan  for  author¬ 
izing  disposition  of  high-priced  real  property  and  use  of  part  of  the 
proceeds  of  sale  for  less  expensive  replacement  property.  There  are 

I  many  military  installations,  originally  sited  in  suburban  areas,  that 
are  now  partially  or  completely  surrounded  by  urban  development. 
The  dollar  value  of  these  Government  holdings  has  multiplied;  but 
simultaneously,  the  potential  use  by  the  military  department  con¬ 
cerned  has  been  lessened  and  necessary  expansion  almost  completely 
prohibited. 

The  Department  believes  that  acquisition  of  substitute  property 
would  permit:  (1)  More  advantageous  siting  on  low-cost  lands,  (2) 
substantial  benefits  to  both  civil  and  military  interests  and  (3)  reason¬ 
able  assurance  of  room  for  expansion  in  event  of  mobilization.  If 
and  when  such  authorization  is  obtained,  it  will  permit  concurrent 
arrangements  to  be  made  for  acquisition  and  disposal. 

A  plan  is  also  being  considered  which  will  permit  the  sale  of  nonexcess 
industrial  plants  in  cases  where  the  production  of  such  plants  can  be 
assured  by  inclusion  of  the  necessary  conditions  in  the  instrument  of 
conveyance.  This  will  permit  sale  of  many  plants  that  are  now  pro¬ 
ducing  end  items  for  the  defense  program.  The  production  in  many 
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of  the  plants  is  a  small  percentage  of  the  total  production  capacity  of 
such  plants.  Needless  to  say,  the  sale  of  such  plants  will  make  them 
available  for  civilian  production  and  return  them  to  the  local  tax  rolls. 

Just  Compensation  for  Acquired  Property 

During  its  deliberations,  representations  were  made  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  in  many  cases  where  the  Government  acquired  property 
by  condemnation  or  threat  of  condemnation,  the  owners’  interests 
were  not  “made  whole.”  It  was  suggested  that  new  legislation  should 
be  enacted  to  change  current  procedures  in  order  that  property  owners 
receive  just  compensation.  It  was  suggested  that  any  changes  in 
existing  laws  and  procedures  should  support  the  principle  that  a 
person  whose  property  is  involuntarily  taken  should  be  at  least 
financially  as  well  off  after  the  taking  as  he  was  prior  to  the  loss  of  his 
property.  For  example,  an  individual  whose  land  is  taken  might  be 
required  to  move  and  thus  incur  expenses  over  and  above  the  payment ( 
received  for  his  land.  V 

Recognizing  that  such  a  problem  existed,  Congress  enacted  legis¬ 
lation  in  1952  (sec.  401  (b),  Public  Law  534,  82d  Cong.)  providing,  in 
substance,  that  an  additional  sum  up  to  25  percent  of  the  fair  market 
value  of  the  land  involved  could  be  used  to  reimburse  the  affected 
owners  and  tenants.  However,  it  was  represented  to  the  committee 
that  while  this  provision  of  law  was  a  step  in  the  right  direction  it  did 
not  sufficiently  cover  all  aspects  of  the  problem  and  that  additional 
rectifying  actions  were  needed.  It  was  suggested  that  the  Secretaries 
of  the  military  departments  should  be  authorized  to  reimburse 
owners  and  tenants  not  only  for  the  property  involved  but  for  other 
expenses  such  as  cost  of  moving  and  storage,  plus  the  previously 
mentioned  25  percent  of  the  fair  market  value  of  the  property. 

The  committee  realizes  that  in  some  instances  where  property  is 
involuntarily  sold  to  the  Government,  special  problems  could  be 
created  not  normally  found  in  commercial  transactions.  It  feels, 
however,  that  this  problem  is  not  limited  to  military  acquisition 
actions,  but  is  applicable  to  the  entire  field  of  all  Government  agencies 
when  exercising  eminent  domain.  It  notes  that  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee  in  addressing  itself  to  the  problem  has  appointed^ 
a  special  subcommittee  to  examine  the  matter  in  detail.  Because  on 
its  scope  and  the  many  types  of  property  involved,  the  committee  is 
of  the  opinion  that  further  special  study  is  required  and  that  any 
resultant  recommended  legislation  should  be  directed  solely  to  this 
subject  and  not  as  part  of  a  military  construction  authorization  bill. 
The  committee  proposes  to  pursue  the  matter  further  but  before 
doing  so,  it  requests  the  Department  of  Defense  to  thoroughly  review 
every  aspect  and  to  submit  concrete  recommendations. 

Defense  Industrial  Activities  and  Procurement  Procedure 

It  was  recommended  to  the  committee  that  this  year’s  military 
construction  authorization  bill  should  include  a  provision  designed 
to  govern  the  method  by  which  the  Department  of  Defense  would 
terminate  or  reduce  the  operations  of  any  of  its  commercial  or  indus¬ 
trial  type  activities.  It  is  the  committee’s  opinion  that  commercial 
or  industrial  type  activities  should  not  be  singled  out  in  this  particular 
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bill  when  the  potentially  greater  problem  exists  pertaining  to  the  pos¬ 
sible  closing  or  reduction  of  proper  military  installations.  If  such 
legislation  were  deemed  to  be  essential,  it  should  be  applicable  to  all 
military  installations  and  should,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  be 
the  subject  of  a  separate  bill. 

It  was  further  suggested  that  the  committee  should  include  a  pro¬ 
vision  limiting  the  procurement  activities  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  for  the  specific  purpose  of  providing,  wherever  possible,  that 
procurement  would  be  based  on  a  competitive  bid  procedure.  With¬ 
out  delving  into  the  pros  and  cons  of  this  suggestion,  the  committee 
points  out  that  in  the  field  of  military  construction,  over  93  percent 
of  all  contracts  entered  into  during  the  last  2  years  were  completed  on 
a  competitive-bid  basis.  Section  505  of  the  bill  covers  this  aspect. 

With  respect  to  the  foregoing,  it  is  the  committee’s  firm  opinion 
that  any  provision  contained  in  the  military  construction  authoriza¬ 
tion  bill  should  be  limited  to  matters  considered  germane  to  the  con¬ 
struction  field. 

Continental  Air  Defense 

During  the  course  of  this  and  last  years’  hearings  on  the  military 
construction  authorization  bills,  it  has  become  increasingly  apparent 
to  the  committee  that  more  and  more  of  our  military  resources  are 
being  directed  to  the  field  of  continental  air  defense.  Last  year,  the 
committee  said: 

While  it  is  not  the  committee’s  intent  to  delve  into  the 
broad  fields  of  military  strategy  or  policy,  the  very  act  of 
authorizing  military  construction  and  base  structure  facilities 
is  in  itself  a  policymaking  function,  particularly  when  it  deals 
with  the  foundations  for  weapons  systems  and  the  bases  from 
which  operations  will  be  conducted.  As  mentioned  before, 
DEW  line  is  a  billion  dollar  project  and  so  is  SAGE.  The 
Nike-Talos  systems  is  a  multibillion  dollar  program.  These 
things  are  basically  for  defensive  purposes.  In  reviewing  the 
requirements  contained  in  this  bill  for  facilities  and  systems 
to  provide  passive  defense,  the  committee  has  had  occasion 
to  question  whether  there  might  be  a  dangerous  trend  toward 
a  “Maginot  line”  type  of  thinking,  and  with  the  construction 
and  establishment  of  fixed  defense  installations,  whether  the 
military  posture  of  the  Nation  might  as  a  result  be  limited  in 
offensive  capabilities. 

The  committee  is  still  of  the  same  frame  of  mind.  It  believes  the 
time  has  come  to  reevaluate  and  to  insure  that  our  efforts  are  spent 
only  on  those  systems  that  will  meet  future  requirements.  The  com¬ 
mittee  believes  that  close  and  continuous  scrutiny  must  be  given  the 
subject  in  order  that  too  great  a  priority  is  not  given  to  defensive 
aspects,  even  to  the  extent  of  denying  funds  and  authorizations  and 
of  cutting  back  existing  programs  in  favor  of  those  which  promise 
greater  results.  Obviously,  until  we  have  an  offensive  weapon  system 
which  will  completely  deter  an  aggressor,  we  must  maintain  ade¬ 
quate  defenses.  An  adequate  defense  system,  however,  must  be  de¬ 
signed  to  keep  pace  in  a  flexible  manner  with  any  threat  against  the 
United  States.  In  view  of  the  ever-increasing  capacity  of  offensive 
weapons,  both  in  our  hands  and  in  those  of  the  potential  aggressor, 
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the  committee  cannot  help  but  feel  uncomfortable  at  the  thought  of 
spending  increased  amounts  for  the  weapons  which  represent  but  a 
last-ditch  symbol.  Defensive  operations,  in  the  opinion  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  should  not  be  hampered  by  an  absence  of  initiative  which  the 
committee  believes  is  inherent  in  fixed  positions.  One  has  only  to 
remember  what  happened  to  the  “Magi not  line”  concept  to  be  well 
aware  of  this  point. 

Approximately  40  percent  of  this  year’s  Army-construction  program 
is  devoted  to  Nike.  Nike  is  a  fixed-point  defensive  system.  It  will 
be  remembered  that  when  the  Korean  war  broke  out,  it  was  decided 
to  deploy  antiaircraft  units  in  defense  of  key  installations  in  the  United 
States.  At  first,  conventional  gun  battalions  were  used.  Then  as 
the  Nike  was  developed,  the  gun  battalions  were  more  and  more 
replaced  by  Nike  battalions.  The  committee  believes  the  original 
Nike  system  was  properly  conceived  to  meet  a  need  existing  at  that 
time,  that  it  fills  a  requirement  as  of  now;  however,  the  committee 
questions  the  wisdom  of  future  extensions  of  the  system  on  a  larger 
scale.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  weapons  of  mass  destruction  can  be 
released  at  great  distances  from  their  potential  targets,  the  committee 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  time  is  at  hand  when  emphasis  must 
be  placed  on  weapons  systems  which  will  provide  greater  defense  in 
depth. 

The  committee  also  became  quite  concerned  over  the  possibility 
that  the  Department  of  the  Army  might  be  placing  too  much  emphasis 
and  devoting  too  much  of  its  effort  to  static-defense  concepts.  It 
feels  that  the  Army  must  place  first  priority  on  the  capability  to  engage 
in  successful  and  sustained  ground  combat — that  this  mission  must 
not  be  subordinated  to  any  other. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  committee  seriously  considered  recom¬ 
mending  that  no  further  authorization  be  approved  to  expand  the 
existing  Nike  system.  It  does  not  so  recommend  only  because  the 
best  military  advice  available  strongly  recommended  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  approve  the  program.  The  committee  thoroughly  reviewed  the 
subject.  It  was  made  the  topic  of  a  special  classified  briefing  con¬ 
ducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  senior 
departmental  witnesses.  Results  of  this  briefing  were  such  as  to  con¬ 
vince  the  committee  that  even  though  it  still  has  doubts,  it  has  no 
other  recourse  than  to  recommend  the  Nike  funds  be  authorized  in 
this  year’s  construction  program. 

Even  though  the  committee  was  impressed  by  the  aforementioned 
briefing,  it  could  not  help  but  conclude  that  in  many  areas  each  mili¬ 
tary  service  is  developing  weapons  systems  in  a  seeming  effort  to 
become  self-sufficient  apparently  with  little  regard  to  those  in  existence 
or  being  developed  by  other  services.  The  committee  requests  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  to  take  vigorous  action  to  insure  that  only  those 
systems  are  approved  and  maintained  that  fit  in  with  the  overall 
strategic  doctrine  (and  at  this  point,  it  cannot  help  but  state  that  it 
hopes  this  doctrine  will  be  tailored  to  tactical  and  strategic  require¬ 
ments  rather  than  budgetary  decisions).  The  committee  feels  that 
it  is  pertinent  at  this  time  to  quote  from  Henry  A.  Kissinger’s  article 
in  the  Foreign  Affairs  magazine  of  April,  1957,  entitled  “Strategy  and 
Organization”: 

In  the  absence  of  a  generally  understood  doctrine,  our  ac¬ 
tions  will  of  necessity  prove  haphazard;  conflicting  proposals 
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will  compete  with  each  other  without  an  effective  basis  for 
their  resolution.  Each  problem,  as  it  arises,  will  seem  novel 
and  energies  will  be  absorbed  in  analyzing  its  nature  rather 
than  in  seeking  solutions.  Our  services  will  find  it  impossible 
to  make  a  meaningful  choice  among  the  mass  of  new  weapons 
with  which  their  research  and  development  programs  will 
soon  overwhelm  them.  We  will  continue  to  cede  the  initiative 
to  others  and  our  course  will  become  increasingly  defensive. 

The  requirements  for  each  new  weapon  or  system  when  presented 
to  the  committee  have  been  justified  mainly  on  the  ground  of  tech¬ 
nological  advances  and  military  capabilities.  This  is  only  natural 
and  proper  but  it  is  also  only  logical  to  expect  certain  older  and 
superseded  systems  to  be  discarded.  Earlier  this  j^ear,  the  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations  in  an  appearance  before  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations,  stated  in  part,  “we  are  con¬ 
verting  cruisers  to  missile  ships — and  we  are  building  guided  missile 
destroyers — because  guns  are  no  longer  effective  against  modern 
aircraft.  We  are  converting  to  a  guided  missile  capability  as  fast  as 
we  can.”  The  committee  cannot  help  but  question  the  retention 
and  maintenance  of  conventional  antiaircraft  artillery  units  in  the 
troop  structure.  At  this  very  moment  the  committee  is  in  receipt 
of  requests  to  approve  leasing  arrangements  in  order  that  conventional 
AAA  gun  battalions  may  continue  to  be  deployed  in  defense  of  key 
installations.  It  surely  would  appear  that  if  further  troop  reductions 
are  to  be  made,  they  should  be  made  in  this  area. 

The  committee  believes  that  the  Department  of  Defense  must  not 
only  closely  scrutinize  the  extent  to  which  our  limited  military 
resources  are  allocated  to  air  defense,  including  area  and  point  missile 
systems  and  manned  interceptors,  but  must  also  take  positive  steps 
to  eliminate  ineffective  weapon  systems. 

Naval  Air  Facility,  John  Towers  Field,  Annapolis,  Md. 

Last  year,  the  Navy  requested  an  authorization  of  $4  million  to 
establish  an  airfield  near  Davidsonville,  Md.,  for  the  main  purpose  of 
indoctrinating  midshipmen  in  naval  aviation.  At  that  time  the 
I  authorization  was  not  granted  in  light  of  the  heavy  concentration  of 
defense  air  facilities  in  the  Washington  area. 

While  this  year’s  bill  as  approved  by  the  Department  of  Defense  and 
presented  to  Congress  contained  no  similar  request,  the  subject  came 
up  in  consideration  of  the  future  use  of  the  naval  facility  at  Anacostia 
and  the  requirement  for  efficiency  flight  training  and  Reserve  activi¬ 
ties.  Navy  witnesses  pointed  out  that  Anacostia  is  not  suited  for  jet 
aircraft  and  that  unless  an  alternate  facility  is  obtained,  the  Navy’s 
training  requirements  in  the  Washington  area  could  not  be  adjusted 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  modern  aircraft.  This  fact,  coupled 
with  the  need  to  provide  modern  facilities  for  the  training  of  mid¬ 
shipmen  who  are  now  utilizing  obsolete  equipment  (which  is  no  longer 
produced)  makes  sound  argument  for  the  Navy’s  requirement. 

Navy  representatives  indicated  that  they  had  no  exact  location  in 
mind,  but  that  the  Department  would  appreciate  being  authorized 
sufficient  funds  to  enable  it  to  proceed  with  planning  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition  when  a  site  was  finally  selected.  The  committee  is  sympa¬ 
thetic  with  the  Navy’s  problem  and  believes  that  a  solution  must 
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be  found.  However,  after  due  deliberation,  the  committee  could 
not  see  its  way  clear  to  approve  an  authorization,  especially  since  no 
specific  site  has  been  selected  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  not 
indicated  approval  of  the  project.  Furthermore,  the  committee  also 
believes  that  the  establishment  of  any  new  military  aviation  facility 
in  the  Washington  area  must  also  be  analyzed  in  the  light  of  com¬ 
mercial  requirements.  Rather  than  establish  a  new  base,  the  com¬ 
mittee  sees  no  reason  why  the  Secretary  of  Defense  cannot  make 
arrangements  for  the  Navy  to  utilize  a  portion  of  Andrews  Air  Force 
Base  which  is  located  conveniently  between  Annapolis  and  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.  It  calls  on  the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  the  interests  of 
unification  to  direct  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force  to  develop  a  plan 
for  the  joint  utilization  of  Andrews  Air  Force  Base  that  will  result  in 
providing  the  Navy  with  this  much-needed  facility. 

Air  Force  Academy 

In  the  bill  as  presented,  the  Air  Force  requested  $21,341,000,  in 
addition  to  the  $126  million  previously  authorized,  for  the  further 
development  of  the  Air  Force  Academy.  If  authorized,  this  would 
bring  the  total  to  more  than  $145  million.  The  items  comprising 
this  request  include  the  initial  increments  of  the  airfield  complex, 
cadet  training  facilities  in  the  maneuver  area,  the  second  increment  of 
airmen’s  support  facilities  (dormitories,  service  club,  and  branch 
bank),  the  cadet  chapel,  and  a  hospital. 

While  taking  testimony  on  the  subject,  the  committee  expressed 
concern  over  the  possibility  that  the  Academy  could  not  commence 
operations  with  the  $126  million  originally  approved.  The  committee 
was  assured  that  the  present  plan  is  to  open  the  Academy  in  the 
summer  of  1958  and  that  it  will  function  and  operate  as  an  academy 
at  that  time. 

The  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  originally  authorized 
$126  million  should,  and  would,  have  provided  adequate  funds  for  the 
entire  facility  had  the  installation  been  properly  planned  and  pro¬ 
gramed  from  the  start.  It  realizes,  of  course,  that  there  have  been 
certain  increases  in  construction  costs  during  the  years  subsequent 
to  the  initial  authorization,  nevertheless  the  committee  feels  that  it  ^ 
would  have  been  possible  to  have  applied  certain  austere  standards 
even  to  a  project  of  this  nature.  The  committee  is  reluctant  to  recom¬ 
mend  any  new  authorization  at  this  time,  however,  it  wants  to  insure 
that  the  Academy  will  open  on  schedule. 

The  committee  has  reduced  the  original  request  of  $21,341,000  to 
$9,425,000.  General  provision  508  has,  therefore,  been  added  to  the 
bill  amending  section  9  of  the  Air  Force  Academy  Act  (Public  Law  325, 
83d  Cong.)  in  order  to  provide  authorization  to  construct  the  hospital, 
the  chapel,  the  second  increment  to  the  airmen’s  dormitories,  the 
service  club,  the  nurses  quarters,  the  planetarium  and  the  essential 
utilities.  The  portion  of  the  requested  $21  million  authorization  not 
included  in  this  bill  represents  that  pertaining  to  the  initial  increments 
of  the  airfield  complex.  The  committee  believes  that  adequate 
facilities  of  this  nature  exist  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Academy  site  and 
that  the  proposed  airfield  complex  can  be  deferred,  at  least  for  the 
present  time. 


CONSTRUCTION  FOR  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 


25 


New  Facilities 

Actually  there  are  no  new  bases  as  such  contained  in  this  bill  for 
the  continental  United  States.  There  are  certain  new  facilities,  as 
shown  below,  and  certain  new  activities  to  support  classified  programs 
included  in  the  bill. 


Department 

Name  of  new  base 

Location 

Purpose 

Array _ 

Cold  Regions  Laboratory _ 

Molette  auxiliary  field  1 _ 

Hanover,  N.  H.  .. 

Research  and  development. 
Auxiliary  field  for  Craig  Air 
Force  Base. 

Auxiliary  field  for  Reese  Air 
Force  Base. 

Air  Force.  _ 

Orrville,  Ala _ 

Do _ _ 

Auxiliary  field  l. _  __  _ 

Meadow,  Tex _ 

1  The  2  Air  Force  auxiliary  fields  in  this  tabulation  are  for  flight  training  purposes  only.  Strictly  speak¬ 
ing,  they  are  not  “bases”  as  they  are  not  occupied  by  personnel.  A  runway  and  a  taxi  way  are  the  only  con¬ 
struction  which  they  require. 


The  Bill  by  Title 

There  follows  a  description  of  the  bill  by  title.  The  dollar  figures 
and  percentages  shown  reflect  the  committee’s  conclusions  and  recom¬ 
mendations. 

TITLE  I— ARMY 
BRIEF  OF  AUTHORIZATIONS 


Title  I  (Army) : 

Inside  continental  United  States _ $114,  949,  000 

Outside  continental  United  States _  34,  477,  000 

Classified _  143,  002,  000 


Total _  292,  428,  000 


The  Army  would  be  authorized  $292,428,000  in  this  bill. 

A  general  resume  of  major  components  included  in  the  new  author¬ 
ization  total  follows : 

(а)  The  sum  of  $41.1  million,  or  14.0  percent  of  the  total  request 
for  construction  of  troop  and  family  housing.  (In  this  connection 
no  new  dollar  authority  is  contained  herein  for  the  415  sets  of  family 
quarters.  The  committee  notes  that  sufficient  unused  prior  authori¬ 
zation  for  family  housing  is  available,  and  accordingly  has  added 
sec.  401  to  title  IV  of  the  bill  to  permit  reprograming  of  prior  authori¬ 
zation  to  meet  these  requirements.) 

(б)  The  sum  of  $115.0  million,  or  39.1  percent  of  the  total  request 
for  construction  of  facilities  for  the  tactical  defense  of  key  cities,  bases, 
and  industrial  centers  in  the  continental  United  States.  Also  $8.5 
million,  or  3.1  percent  of  the  total  for  construction  of  facilities  in  close 
support  of  tactical  installations  defending  the  continental  United 
States. 

(c)  The  sum  of  $20.8  million,  or  7.1  percent  for  construction  in 
support  of  Army  aviation  at  17  permanent  Army  installations. 

(d)  The  sum  of  $10.8  million  or  3.7  percent  of  the  total  request  for 
facilities  necessary  for  the  furtherance  of  the  Army’s  research  and 
development  program. 

(e)  The  sum  of  $20.8  million,  or  7.0  percent  of  the  total  for  con¬ 
tinuance  of  construction  of  the  France  line  of  communications.  Also 
the  sum  of  $9  million,  or  3.0  percent  of  the  total  for  further  improve¬ 
ments  to  troop  living  conditions  in  Korea. 
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(/)  The  balance  of  the  program,  67.0  million  or  22.8  percent,  for 
other  essential  construction  of  facilities  including  $28.0  million  for 
other  classified  facilities,  both  in  continental  United  States  and 
temporary  base  rights  areas  overseas,  necessary  to  the  accomplish¬ 
ment  of  the  Army’s  missions,  worldwide. 

A  description  of  the  program  by  major  activities  and  the  missions 
follows: 

Technical  services 

Ordnance  Corps. — The  assigned  mission  of  the  Ordnance  Corps  is  to 
support  Army  combat  forces  by  the  provision  of  all  weapons,  ammuni¬ 
tion,  combat  vehicles,  ordnance  general  supplies  and  trained  personnel. 
This  total  $21,970,000,  represents  7.5  percent  of  the  total  program. 

Quartermaster  Corps. — The  Quartermaster  General  develops,  pro¬ 
vides  and  services  food,  clothing,  petroleum  (except  field  and  higher 
echelon  maintenance  of  pipelines),  aerial  supply  equipment,  other 
quartermaster  equipment,  supplies,  maintenance  and  services  for  the 
Army,  and,  as  assigned,  for  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and  the  Marine 
Corps;  provides  for  the  disposal  of  Army  surplus  personal  property; 
and  provides  for  the  care  and  disposition  of  the  remains  and  personal 
effects  of  deceased  personnel  of  the  Army  and  as  directed  or  agreed 
upon,  of  the  Navy,  Air  Force,  or  Marine  Corps,  and  for  general 
supervision  of  the  operation  of  national  cemeteries.  Included  in  the 
program  for  the  Quartermaster  Corps  is  $6,721,000,  representing  2.3 
percent  of  the  program. 

Chemical  Corps. — The  mission  of  the  Army  Chemical  Corps  is  to 
provide  support  to  the  Department  of  Defense  (Army,  Air  Force,  and 
Navy  including  the  Marine  Corps)  in  the  fields  of  chemical,  biological, 
and  radiological  (CBR)  warfare,  including  smoke,  flame,  and  incendi¬ 
aries,  and  materiel  and  equipment.  This  segment  totals  $681,000, 
representing  0.2  percent  of  the  program. 

Signal  Corps. — The  primary  mission  of  the  Signal  Corps  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  communication  and  pictorial  services  for  the  United  States  Army 
Establishment,  worldwide,  and  for  other  components  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  as  directed.  The  Signal  Corps  element  totals 
$1,936,000,  representing  0.6  percent  of  the  program. 

Corps  oj  Engineers. — The  Corps  of  Engineers  is  the  construction 
agency  for  the  Department  of  the  Army.  Construction  proposed  for 
the  Corps  of  Engineers  totals  $4,915,000,  representing  1.7  percent  of 
the  program. 

Transportation  Corps. — The  Transportation  Corps  provides  or  se¬ 
cures  transportation  services  for  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force. 
This  element  totals  $2,037,000,  representing  0.7  percent  of  the  total 
program. 

Medical  Corps.— The  Army  Medical  Service  furnishes  the  Army 
Establishment,  and  when  appropriate,  members  of  other  uniformed 
services,  medical  and  dental  care,  hospitalization,  evacuation,  pre¬ 
ventive  medicine,  veterinary,  and  other  services  essential  to  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  health.  This  will  provide  $2,857,000  for  construction, 
representing  1  percent  of  the  total  program. 

Continental  United  States  Armies 

First  United  States  Army. — A  continental  United  States  Army 
Command,  the  area  of  which  is  comprised  of  the  States  of  Connecticut, 
Maine,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,. 
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Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont.  The  program  includes  $6,719,000,  rep¬ 
resenting  2.3  percent. 

Second  United  States  Army. — A  continental  United  States  Army 
Command,  the  area  of  which  is  comprised  of  the  States  of  Delaware, 
Kentucky,  Maryland,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  The  program  contains  $5,767,000,  representing  2.0  percent. 

Third  United  States  Army. — A  continental  United  States  Army 
Command,  the  area  of  which  is  comprised  of  the  States  of  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and 
Tennessee.  The  program  includes  $18,991,000,  representing  6.5 
percent. 

Fourth  United  States  Army. — A  continental  United  States  Army 
Command,  the  area  of  which  is  comprised  of  the  States  of  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  There  is  included  in 
the  program  $17,800,000  in  support  of  Fourth  Army,  representing  6.3 
percent  of  the  total  program. 

Fifth  United  States  Army. — A  continental  United  States  Army 
Command,  the  area  of  which  is  comprised  of  the  States  of  Colorado, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming. 
The  Fifth  Army  element  of  the  program  totals  $8,573,000,  repre¬ 
senting  2.9  percent. 

Sixth  United  States  Army. — A  continental  United  States  Army 
Command,  the  area  of  which  is  comprised  of  the  States  of  Arizona, 
California,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washington. 

The  program  provides  $4,794,000  and  utilities,  representing  1.6 
percent. 

Other  continental  United  States  areas 

The  United  States  Military  Academy,  West  Point,  lias  the  mission 
of  instructing  and  training  the  Corps  of  Cadets,  so  that  each  graduate 
shall  have  the  qualities  and  attributes  essential  to  his  progressive  and 
continuing  development  throughout  a  lifetime  career  as  an  officer  of 
the  Regular  Army.  The  Army’s  program  contains  $1,666,000  for 
construction  of  utilities  at  the  Academy,  representing  0.6  percent. 

Armed  Forces  special  weapons  project. — The  Armed  Forces  special 
weapons  project  is  an  agency  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  of  the 
three  military  departments.  Its  mission  is  to  furnish  support  to  the 
departments  in  the  field  of  atomic  weapons  by  providing  technical, 
logistical,  and  training  services.  The  AFSWP  responsibilities  include 
all  national  stockpile  sites:  Sandia  Base  at  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. ;  a 
field  command  at  Sandia  Base  and  the  project  headquarters.  Con¬ 
struction  in  the  amount  of  $1,056,000  is  included  in  the  program,  or 
0.4  percent. 

Tactical  installation  support. — These  facilities  provide  the  close 
logistical  support  for  tactical  defense  installations  in  the  continental 
United  States.  This  element  of  the  program  totals  $8,466,000  at 
various  installations,  or  2.8  percent. 

Overseas  permanent  and  general  areas 

Alaskan  area. — The  Alaska  Command  provides  the  ground  and 
antiaircraft  defense  and  logistic  support  of  military  bases  in  Alaska 
and  operates  the  Army  Arctic  Test  Center.  The  program  includes 
$4,143,000,  or  1.4  percent. 
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Pacific  Command  area. — The  program  includes  $154,000  for  con¬ 
struction  of  medical  facilities  at  one  installation. 

Caribbean  Command  area. — The  mission  of  the  command  is  to 
provide  ground  and  air  defense  of  the  Panama  Canal;  to  operate  the 
United  States  Army  Caribbean  School  for  Latin  American  and  United 
States  military  personnel,  and  to  provide  logistical  support  for  military 
bases  in  the  Panama-Puerto  Rico  area.  The  program  for  this  com¬ 
mand  totals  $426,000  or  0.03  percent. 

United  States  Army,  Europe. — This  element  of  the  program  totals 
$20,754,000  for  continuance  of  construction  of  the  line  of  communica¬ 
tions,  France.  The  mission  of  the  LOC  is  to  provide  logistical  support 
for  the  combat  forces  of  the  United  States  Army  stationed  in  Germany. 
The  construction  is  for  various  installations,  and  represents  7.1  percent 
of  the  total  program. 

Army  Forces,  Far  East. — The  program  includes  $9  million  or  3 
percent  of  the  program  for  further  improvements  to  troop  living  and 
operating  conditions  in  Korea.  The  mission  of  the  United  States 
Army  in  Korea  is  to  command  all  United  States  Army  Forces  assigned 
or  attached  in  Korea  and  to  exercise  operational  control  over  United 
Nations,  Republic  of  Korea,  and  such  other  ground  forces  as  may  be 
provided  by  the  commander  in  chief,  United  Nations  Command.  To 
provide  logistical  support  for  such  United  Nations  or  Republic  of 
Korea  forces  or  agencies  as  may  be  directed  and  to  be  prepared  to 
militarily  support  United  States  interests  in  preservation  of  the  inde¬ 
pendence  of  the  Republic  of  Korea  as  such  action  may  be  directed  by 
the  commander  in  chief,  Far  East  Command. 

Section  102 

This  section  includes  $143,002,000  or  48.6  percent  of  the  program 
for  the  establishment  and  development  of  classified  Army  installations, 
worldwide. 

Section  103 

This  is  a  new  provision,  not  heretofore  requested  by  the  Army. 
The  authority  will  permit  the  Department  of  the  Army  to  purchase 
out  of  appropriations  available  for  military  construction,  family 
housing,  including  land  acquisition,  at  or  near  military  tactical  in¬ 
stallations  for  assignment  as  public  quarters  to  military  personnel  and 
their  dependents.  The  provision  limits  the  number  of  units  that  may 
be  acquired  by  the  Army  to  300  sets  of  quarters,  and  stipulates  that 
housing  so  acquired  shall  be  subject  to  existing  statutory  cost  and 
space  limitations.  The  committee  acknowledges  that  this  authoriza¬ 
tion  is  permissive  in  nature,  and  accordingly  no  dollar  authorization 
has  been  granted.  The  committee  also  understands  that  the  Army 
will  not  resort  to  condemnation  proceedings  in  the  acquisition  of  such 
housing,  except  where  necessary  to  clear  the  title. 

Sections  104,  105,  106,  and  107 

These  sections  provide  amendments  to  Public  Laws  209  and  534 
of  the  83d  Congress,  and  Public  Laws  161  and  968  of  the  84th  Con¬ 
gress,  increasing  authorizations  granted  in  these  laws  at  certain 
installations.  These  amendments  are  necessary  to  defray  deficiencies 
in  authorization  granted  in  fiscal  year  1954  through  fiscal  year  1957, 
brought  about  basically  by  the  general  rise  in  construction  cost 
indexes  throughout  the  world.  They  total  23,489,000. 
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TITLE  II— NAVY 
BRIEF  OF  AUTHORIZATIONS 


Title  II  (Navy) : 

Inside  the  United  States _  $216,  175,  000 

Outside  the  United  States _  47,  695,  000 

Classified _  59,  056,  000 


Total _  $322,  926,  000 


The  Navy  would  be  authorized  in  this  bill  $322,926,000  for  new 
public  works  and  an  increase  in  prior  authorization  of  $42,648,000  to 
compensate  for  increases  in  cost  to  construct  certain  public  works 
which  had  been  authorized  in  previous  years.  The  Navy’s  program 
is  an  integral  part  of  a  long-range  plan  to  modernize  its  Shore  Estab¬ 
lishment  in  keeping  with  the  modernization  of  its  operating  forces 
which  has  been  underway  since  World  War  II. 

The  Navy’s  program  approved  by  the  committee  consists  of  the 
following  10  classes  of  facilities: 

1.  Shipyard  facilities,  $4-2,597 ,000  (13  percent) 

Shipj^ard  facilities  line  items  are  required  to  support  the  improved 
types  of  ships  which  are  now  joining  the  fleet,  to  protect  the  existing 
installations,  to  provide  certain  classified  operational  facilities,  to 
provide  urgently  needed  barracks,  hospitals,  and  community  facilities 
and  to  improve  the  capabilities  in  research  and  development. 

One  of  the  major  items  is  the  first  increment  of  construction  of  a 
dry  dock  at  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Wash.,  to  accommodate 
the  Forrestal  class  carriers  for  major  repairs.  When  it  is  completed, 
this  will  be  the  only  United  States  drydock  in  which  battle  damage 
to  these  large  carriers  can  be  efficiently  and  economically  repaired. 
Other  projects  in  this  group  will  correct  deficiencies  in  facilities  at 
continental  installations;  will  provide  for  the  minimum  construc¬ 
tion,  the  building  of  a  dike,  to  protect  the  naval  shipyard  at  Long 
Beach,  Calif.,  from  flooding  by  the  ocean  as  a  result  of  ground  sub¬ 
sidence;  will  provide  for  another  increment  in  the  development  of 
naval  base  and  naval  station  at  Subic  Bay  in  the  Philippines;  and 
will  provide  certain  facilities  to  the  commanders  in  chief  of  the  At¬ 
lantic  and  Pacific  Fleets  essential  to  their  operations. 

2.  Fleet  base  facilities,  $6,126,000  (1.9  percent) 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  fleet  facilities  program  to  insure  adequate 
shore-based  support,  peculiar  to  no  single  element  of  the  operating 
forces,  but  general  in  scope  and  completely  responsive  to  broad 
requirements  of  composite  elements  of  the  fleet.  Such  facilities  must 
be  so  located  as  to  insure  support  on  a  timely  and  efficient  basis  in 
order  to  maximize  the  combat  effectiveness  of  limited  combat  forces. 

3.  Aviation  facilities,  $161 ,361 ,000  (49.8  percent) 

The  aviation  shore  activities  are  necessary  for  training  new  naval 
aviators,  for  supporting  the  operating  forces  of  the  Navy,  including 
the  Marine  Corps,  and  for  research  and  development  in  the  aero¬ 
nautical  field.  The  projects  in  the  bill  under  the  sponsorship  of  the 
Bureau  of  Aeronautics  are  designed  to  enable  the  Naval  Aeronautical 
Shore  Establishment  to  more  nearly  attain  its  mission  and  to  improve 
the  safety  of  operations  as  illustrated  by  the  extension  of  runways, 
installations  of  optical  landing  systems,  and  TACAN  installations. 
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Aviation  facilities  comprise  nearly  half  of  the  Navy’s  program, 
dollarwise.  There  are  several  package  programs  in  this  group. 
The  first  of  these  is  to  provide  an  optical  landing  system  at  18  conti¬ 
nental  and  5  overseas  air  stations  to  reduce  pilot  error  in  landing  fast 
jet  aircraft.  The  second  program  will  provide  a  TACAN — tactical 
air  navigatioa  facility — at  continental  and  overseas  stations.  This  is 
another  safety  system,  an  electronic  directional  facility  which  will 
provide  for  improved  navigation  of  aircraft.  The  third  package  will 
provide  guided-missile  support  facilities  at  continental  and  overseas 
air  stations.  The  final  aviation  package  program  will  provide  for 
extension  of  1  runway  at  each  of  11  continental  and  3  overseas  air 
stations  to  a  length  equivalent  to  10,000  feet  at  sea  level.  It  includes 
a  corresponding  increase  in  taxiway  length  and  runway  and  taxiway 
lighting.  The  Navy  requires  the  longer  runways  for  safe  landing  of 
fast  jet  aircraft  and  safe  recovery  after  abortive  takeoffs  of  loaded 
aircraft.  At  8  of  the  14  stations  acquisition  of  land  will  be  required 
for  the  runway  extensions  and  end  zones  and  relocation  of  public  or 
private  utilities,  railroads,  roads,  or  drainage  ditches. 

The  aviation  facilities  are  composed  of  five  groups  of  air  stations. 
The  program  will  provide  for  the  second  increment  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  two  new  air  advanced  training  stations  at  Meridian,  Miss., 
and  New  Iberia,  La.  It  also  provides  for  dredging  and  construction 
of  a  pier  at  Pensacola  to  accommodate  an  Essex  class,  angled-deck 
carrier  to  be  used  in  carrier  qualification  training  procedures.  Defi¬ 
ciencies  in  facilities  will  be  corrected  at  the  other  stations. 

The  second  group  are  the  fleet  support  air  stations,  made  up  of 
60  line  items  at  19  stations.  Included  are  second  increments  for 
development  of  a  master  jet  field  at  Lemoore,  Calif.,  a  seaplane  facility 
at  Harvey  Point,  N.  C.,  and  an  auxiliary  field  used  in  training  in 
guided-missile  operation  at  San  Clemente  Island,  about  80  miles  west 
of  San  Diego,  off  the  coast  of  California.  The  other  projects  are  for 
relatively  minor  buildup  of  existing  stations  in  line  with  technological 
advancements. 

The  third  group  pertains  to  Marine  Corps  air  stations.  It  includes 
another  increment  for  development  of  the  Beaufort,  S.  C.,  station  for 
accommodation  of  the  3d  Marine  Air  Group.  It  will  also  provide  for 
modernization  of  the  other  four  stations,  including  land  for  developing 
the  Mojave  Station  under  the  new  concept  to  minimize  future  en¬ 
croachments. 

The  fourth  group  of  special-purpose  air  stations  includes  items  for 
continued  buildup  of  these  existing  stations. 

The  final  aviation  facilities  group  pertains  to  existing  overseas 
stations.  The  major  project  in  this  group  will  provide  the  second 
increment  of  facilities  for  the  development  of  the  naval  air  station, 
Roosevelt  Roads,  P.  R.  Although  the  runways  have  been  in  use  for 
the  annual  fleet  exercises,  the  other  station  facilities,  including  some 
transferred  from  the  Army,  of  World  War  II  vintage,  have  been  in¬ 
active  for  a  number  of  years.  This  station  is  being  used  for  guided- 
missile  training  of  the  operating  forces  of  the  Navy  in  the  Atlantic 
Fleet.  The  other  projects  will  continue  the  development  of  the 
Navy’s  strategic  overseas  bases.  The  second  and  final  project  in  this 
year’s  program  for  family  housing  is  included  for  the  naval  station  at 
Argentia,  Newfoundland. 
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4.  Supply  facilities ,  $3,628,000  (1.1  percent) 

The  mission  and  purpose  of  the  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts 
shore  facilities  is  to  provide  direct  supply  support  to  the  fleet  through¬ 
out  the  world.  Supply  centers  and  depots  replenish  combatant  ships 
and  mobile  support  ships  wherever  deployed,  as  well  as  furnishing 
supply  support  to  naval  installations,  such  as  shipyards,  air  stations, 
training  centers,  etc.  Navy  material  stocks,  repair  parts,  and 
consumable  supplies  are  controlled  by  inventory  control  points  which 
are  also  a  part  of  the  Bureau’s  shore  facilities. 

This  group  of  projects  will  provide  for  electronic  data  processing 
facilities  at  three  continental  supply  offices;  the  second  and  final  incre¬ 
ment  of  petroleum  storage  replacement  facilities  at  Adak;  a  commis¬ 
sary  store  at  Guam ;  and  the  second  increment  for  development  of  the 
supply  depot  at  Subic  Bay,  Philippine  Islands. 

5.  Marine  Corps  facilities,  $14,516,000  (4.6  percent) 

The  Marine  Corps  is  subject  to  call  on  short  notice  to  deploy  its 
|  forces,  ranging  in  size  from  a  few  men  to  a  division,  to  any  part  of  the 
'  world,  for  guard  duty,  to  quell  a  disturbance,  or  to  participate  in 
full-scale  war.  Consequently  the  Marines  must  be  highly  trained 
in  amphibious  and  other  means  of  warfare,  and  competently  led. 
Constant  training  is  necessary  to  attain  and  retain  proficiency. 

6.  Ordnance  facilities ,  $87 8 ,000  (0.03  percent) 

The  objective  of  the  military  construction  program  of  the  Bureau 
of  Ordnance  is  to  provide  and  keep  modern  facilities  ashore  for  effec¬ 
tive  support  of  the  fleet.  Recent  introduction  of  new  weapons  into 
the  fleet  has  generated  requirements  for  new  support  facilities.  In 
turn,  these  new  support  facilities  are  already  placing  greater  demand 
on  our  stations  for  electric  power,  steam,  and  water.  Additionally, 
these  are  urgent  requirements  to  replace  or  modernize  overage  facilities. 

At  five  of  the  activities  important  development  work  on  guided 
missiles  will  be  conducted.  At  the  other  ordnance  activities  facili¬ 
ties  will  be  provided  for  storage  and  processing  of  guided  missiles  and 
other  types  of  ammunition. 

7.  Service  school  facilities,  $8,813,000  (2.7  percent) 

The  Chief  of  Naval  Personnel’s  program  is  part  of  an  integrated 
|  continuing  plan  designed  to  provide  a  balance  between  the  new 
weapons  system  and  the  demand  for  high  degree  of  personnel  training 
and  stability  in  view  of  limited  manpower  resources.  The  program 
includes  facilities  to  meet  new  training  requirements,  and  for  the 
improvement  of  morale  and  stability  of  personnel  through  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  better  living  accommodations  and  adequate  recreational 
facilities. 

The  projects  are  for  personnel  training  facilities  and  barracks  and 
bachelor  officers’  quarters.  The  first  increment  for  extension  of  Ban¬ 
croft  Hall  at  the  Naval  Academy,  long  recommended  by  the  Board  of 
Visitors,  is  included.  It  will  provide  for  the  construction  of  the 
foundations  and  the  plans  for  later  construction  of  the  superstruc¬ 
tures  of  the  additional  wings  to  Bancroft  Hall.  The  3,600  midship¬ 
men  at  the  Academy  are  now  crowded  into  space  designed  to  accom¬ 
modate  only  2,500.  The  project,  when  completed,  will  relieve  this 
intolerable  condition. 
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8.  Communication  facilities,  $21,223,000  ( 6.5  'percent ) 

The  mission  of  naval  communications  is  to — 

(а)  Provide  required  reliable,  secure,  rapid  communications 
primarily  for  control  of  the  operating  forces,  and  secondarily  to 
facilitate  the  administration  of  the  Naval  Establishment. 

(б)  Perform  classified  operations  required  of  the  Navy  by  the 
National  Security  Agency  and  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations. 

The  items  in  this  group  are  needed  primarily  to  modernize  the 
Navy’s  communication  system  in  keeping  with  the  tremendous  techni¬ 
cal  advances  in  communication  equipment  which  offer  increased  speed 
and  reliability  with  an  attendant  reduction  in  manpower.  One  con¬ 
tinental  and  one  overseas  project  will  permit  the  Navy  to  fulfill,  in 
part,  its  responsibility  to  provide  a  link  in  the  Department  of  Defense 
communication  “scatter  system.”  This  system  is  nearly  100  percent 
reliable,  a  very  important  asset  in  the  northern  areas  where  it  will 
operate  and  where  long  and  frequent  “blackouts”  are  not  uncommon 
with  conventional  equipment. 

9.  Yards  and  docks  facilities ,  $4,728,000  ( 1.5  percent) 

The  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  shore  activities  are  required  for 
several  purposes:  (a)  To  receive,  store,  and  ship  construction  ma¬ 
terials  and  advanced  base  components  for  current  and  mobilization 
overseas  construction;  ( b )  for  the  operations  and  maintenance  of 
facilities  at  major  naval  complexes;  and  (c)  supervision  of  construction 
of  the  overall  Navy  and,  as  required,  Air  Force  public-works  program. 

10.  Increases  to  prior  authorizations 

The  committee  also  approved  a  number  of  amendments  to  prior 
authorizations  of  public  works.  It  considered  that  the  various  factors 
contributing  to  higher  costs  in  today’s  construction  market  warrant 
the  requested  increases  in  authorization.  The  amount  approved  totals 
$42,648,000. 

TITLE  III— AIR  FORCE 
BRIEF  OF  AUTHORIZATION 


Title  III  (Air  Force) : 

Inside  continental  United  States _ $380,  354,  000 

Outside  continental  United  States _  160,  705,  000 

Classified _  47,  000,  000 


Total _  588,  059,  000 


The  Air  Force  would  be  authorized  $588,059,000  in  this  bill  to 
provide  for  the  construction  of  new  facilities  at  187  major  installations, 
of  which  123  are  inside  the  United  States  and  64  are  in  overseas  areas. 
The  bill  also  provides  facilities  at  a  number  of  other  installations  and 
sites  including  operational  sites  for  strategic  defense  and  tactical 
missiles,  off-base  navigation  aids,  aircraft  control  and  warning  system 
sites,  and  facilities  at  classified  locations.  In  addition,  the  bill  pro¬ 
vides  an  increase  of  $114,962,000  in  authorization  in  prior  years' laws 
to  cover  the  increased  costs  on  certain  approved  projects. 

A  breakdown  of  the  Air  Force  authorization  requests  is  contained 
in  the  following  tables: 
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Authorization 

amount 

Percent  of 
total 

Inside  the  United  States: 

Air  Defense  Command..  _  _  _  _ _ _ 

Thousands 
.$94,  556 
26.  666 
5,826 
22,  6S9 
43. 002 
50 

1.  428 
4,  997 
152,542 
21.  038 
229 
7,331 

16.1 

4.5 
1.0 

3  9 
7.3 

.008 

2 

.8 

26. 1 

3.6 
.04 

1.2 

Air  Materiel  Command . . .  . ___ 

Air  Proving  Ground  Command. . _  _  __  . 

Air  Research  and  Develop  Command _  _  _  _ 

Air  Training  Command  .  _  _ .  _____ 

Air  University _  _  . . .  . . . 

Continental  Air  Command..  _  _  _____  _ 

Military  Air  Transport  Command .  _  _  _____  ______  ___  _ 

Strategic  Air  Command..  _  _  .  ..  _  .  _ 

Tactical  Air  Command _ _  _  _  _  ....  .. 

Special  facilities _  _ _ _ _ _ 

Aircraft  control  and  warning  system _ _ ...  _  _ _ _  . 

Inside  United  States,  total . . .  ...  _  ___  _ 

380, 354 

64.7 

Outside  the  United  States: 

Alaskan  Air  Command _  _  _  ..  ..  _ 

17, 872 
247 
9,797 
14,  741 
61,  821 
36, 057 
170 

20, 000 

3.0 

.04 

1.7 

2.5 

10  5 
6.1 
.03 
3.4 

Air  Materiel  Command _ _ _ _  _  ...  ...  _  _ 

Far  East  Air  Forces _  _  __  _ _  ._  _ _ _ 

Military  Air  Transport  Command  .  ...  ...  _  _  _  ... 

Strategic  Air  Command .  .  .  _ . .  __ 

|  U.  S.  Air  Forces  in  Europe _ _  _  _ _ _ 

Special  facilities ...  _  ...  _  _ _  .  _  _ _ _  . 

Aircraft  control  and  warning  system _  _  _ _ 

Outside  United  States,  total . . .  _  . . 

160.  705 
47. 000 

27.3 

7.9 

Sec.  302  Classified  facilities.  _  _ _ _  .  .  _  _ 

Worldwide  total . .  . . 

588, 059 

100.0 

Air  Defense  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  for  the  air  defense 
of  the  continental  United  States. 

This  program  amounts  to  $94,556,000. 

Included  within  the  total  are  $13,793,000  to  provide  factilities  in 
support  of  Strategic  Air  Command  heavy  and  medium  bomber 
squadrons;  $244,000  to  provide  support  facilities  for  a  strategic 
missile  squadron;  $42,963,000  to  provide  facilities  for  4  air  defense 
missile  squadrons;  $5,215,000  for  the  acquisition  of  necessary  real 
estate  to  provide  Air  Defense  Command  ammunition  storage  facilities 
in  support  of  various  fighter-interceptor  squadrons. 

The  remainder  of  the  Air  Defense  Command  program  provides 
.facilities  required  to  support  the  basic  mission. 

wAir  Material  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  (1)  provide  adequate  and  effi¬ 
cient  systems  of  procurement,  production,  maintenance,  and  supply 
for  the  United  States  Air  Force;  (2)  provide  general  overall  logistical 
support  for  all  activities  and  agencies  for  the  United  States  Air  Force; 
(3)  train  specialized  units  for  tbe  accomplishment  of  specified  logistics 
functions  in  overseas  areas  and  theaters;  and  (4)  train  individuals 
requiring  a  long  training  lead  time  to  fill  requirements  of  air  depot 
>  type  units  scheduled  for  activation  and  to  fill  replacement  require¬ 
ments.  This  program  amounts  to  $26,666,000. 

Air  Proving  Ground  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  (1)  perform  employment  suit¬ 
ability  testing  of  aircraft,  guided  missiles,  navigational  aids,  com¬ 
ponents,  and  material;  (2)  develop  techniques  and  procedures  in  the 
use  and  operation  of  aircraft,  guided  missiles,  armament,  and  com¬ 
ponents  applicable  to  Air  Force  purposes.  This  program  amounts  to 


34 


CONSTRUCTION  FOR  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 


$5,826,000,  consisting  of  an  electronic  test  range,  radar  communica¬ 
tions  test  range,  guided-missile  electronic  test  range,  armament 
research  test  range,  quarters  for  officers  and  nurses,  base  chapel, 
storm  drainage  disposal,  and  necessary  acquisition  of  land  to  support 
off-base  instrumentation  sites. 

Air  Besearch  and  Development  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  attain  and  maintain  qualitative 
superiority  by  the  following  procedures:  (1)  Conduct  or  supervise 
scientific  and  technical  studies  required  for  the  accomplishment  of 
Air  Force  missions;  (2)  seek  new  basic  knowledge  from  which  improved 
aeronautical  equipment,  material,  weapons,  and  techniques  can  be 
developed;  (3)  undertake  the  development  and  recommend  the 
adoption  of  appropriate  new  and  improved  devices  and  systems  for 
the  conduct  and  support  of  air  warfare,  including  aircraft,  missiles, 
weapons,  techniques,  and  procedures  applicable  to  Air  Force  purposes. 
This  program  amounts  to  $22,689,000. 

Air  Training  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  flying  training  leading 
to  an  aeronautical  rating;  aircrew  training;  basic  and  advanced  tech¬ 
nical  training  leading  to  an  Air  Force  specialty;  basic  military  train¬ 
ing;  mobile  training,  and  such  other  training  as  may  be  directed  by 
the  Chief  of  Staff,  USAF.  This  program  amounts  to  $43,002,000. 

Air  University 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  prepare  officers  for  command  of 
large  Air  Force  units,  wings,  groups,  and  squadrons,  and  for  staff 
duties  appropriate  to  those  command  positions,  and  to  provide  educa¬ 
tion  to  meet  the  scientific  requirements  of  the  Air  Force.  This  pro¬ 
gram,  amounting  to  $50,000,  provides  for  acquisition  of  a  runway 
clearance  easement  at  Maxwell  Ah'  Force  Base,  Ala. 

Continental  Air  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  discharge  within  the  continental 
United  States  and  field  responsibilities  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  USAF, 
with  respect  to: 

The  Reserve  Forces  for  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  that  are 
assigned  to  the  Continental  Air  Command,  including  supervision  and 
inspection  of  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States. 

Domestic  emergencies. 

Miscellaneous  administrative  functions. 

In  the  event  of  war  or  other  emergency,  mobilize  the  units  and/or 
individuals  of  the  Air  Force  Reserve  that  are  assigned  to  the  Conti¬ 
nental  Air  Command. 

Discharge  within  the  continental  United  States  such  other  responsi¬ 
bilities  as  the  Chief  of  Staff,  USAF,  may  direct. 

The  program  amounts  to  $1,428,000. 

There  are  no  facilities  included  in  this  program  in  support  of  the 
Reserve  Forces  mission.  Reserve  Forces  facilities  are  being  provided 
under  the  National  Defense  Facilities  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

Military  Air  Transport  Service 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  (1)  airlift  required  in 
support  of  approved  joint  war  plans;  (2)  scheduled  airlift  for  the 
Department  of  Defense  within  the  continental  United  States;  between 
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the  continental  United  States  and  overseas  areas,  and  between  and 
within  overseas  areas  as  directed  by  higher  authority;  (3)  worldwide 
air  transport,  air  weather,  airways  and  air  communications  and  air 
rescue  service  systems;  (4)  flight  service  within  the  Zone  of  Interior; 
(5)  organization  and  training  of  air  resupply  and  communications 
services;  (6)  supervision  and  control  and  maintenance  of  primary 
facilities  required  for  performing  its  assigned  mission;  (7)  theater 
jurisdiction  in  overseas  areas  where  MATS  units  are  stationed  but 
which  are  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  any  theater  commander.  This 
program  amounts  to  $4, 997, 000. 

Strategic  Air  Command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  organize,  train,  equip,  administer, 
and  prepare  a  force  capable  of  conducting  strategic  operations  in 
accordance  with  directives  and  policies  issued  by  Headquarters, 
United  States  Air  Force.  This  program  amounts  to  $152,542,000. 

Included  in  the  Strategic  Air  Command  program  are  funds  to 
provide  facilities  required  at  4  new  dispersal  bases  and  additional 
facilities  necessary  at  5  dispersal  bases  included  in  prior  programs; 
and  additional  facilities  at  10  heavy  bomber  home  bases.  These 
additional  home-base  requirements  are  necessitated  primarily  by 
conversion  from  B-36  to  B-52  aircraft. 

Eight  million  ninety-six  thousand  dollars  will  provide  required 
facilities  for  air  defense  missions  at  10  Strategic  Air  Command  bases; 
$13,417,000  accommodates  redeployment  of  air  defense  interceptor- 
fighter  missions  at  3  bases.  The  remainder  of  the  Strategic  .Air  Com¬ 
mand  program,  will  provide  for  items  required  to  support  the  basic 
mission  throughout  the  entire  command. 

Tactical  air  command 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  for  Air  Force  support 
of  land,  naval,  and/or  amphibious  forces  and  operational  training  of 
Air  Force  units  therefor.  This  program  contains  $21,038,000. 

Special  facilities 

This  section  provides  $229,000  for  classified  facilities. 

Aircraft  control  and  warning  system 

The  aircraft  control  and  warning  system  is  the  ground  environment 
portion  of  the  air  defense  system.  The  function  of  this  system  is  to 
detect  and  identify  all  airborne  objects,  evaluate  the  threat,  commit 
and  control  weapons  such  as  manned  interceptors  and  missiles  for  the 
destruction  of  enemy  targets. 

The  aircraft  control  and  w'arning  portion  of  the  program  totals 
$7,331,000  which  provides  opera1  ions  building  additions,  receivers  and 
transmitters,  troop  housing  and  messing  facilities,  additional  water 
supply,  utilities,  multipurpose  recreational  facilities,  and  acquisition 
of  necessary  real  estate  at  various  aircraft  control  and  warning 
installations. 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

The  mission  of  the  Alaskan  Air  Command  is  to  organize  and  conduct 
the  air  defense  of  Alaska  and  provide  early  warning  to  the  United 
States  and  Canada.  This  command  supports  the  Strategic  Air 
Command,  Military  Air  Transport  Services,  COMALSEAFRON,  the 
United  States  Army,  and  the  northwest  route  to  the  Orient.  This 
program  amounts  to  $17,872,000. 


36 


CONSTRUCTION  FOR  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 


Included  within  the  Alaskan  Air  Command  total  program  there 
are  facilities  to  support  modification  of  10  existing  radar  towers 
totaling  $3,350,000;  facilities  for  a  classified  operational  site  for 
$8  million;  and  operational,  technical,  and  maintenance  facilities 
costing  $2,924,000  required  to  support  F-102  type  aircraft.  The 
remainder  of  the  program  is  composed  of  items  to  satisfy  the  basic 
Alaskan  Air  Command  mission. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND  (OVERSEAS) 

The  mission  of  the  Air  Materiel  Command  is  to  provide  adequate 
and  efficient  systems  of  procurement,  production,  maintenance,  and 
supply  for  the  United  States  Air  Force;  provide  general  overall 
logistical  support  for  all  activities  and  agencies  of  the  United  States 
Air  Force;  train  specialized  units  for  the  accomplishment  of  specified 
logistics  functions  in  overseas  areas  and  theaters;  and  train  individuals 
to  fill  requirements  of  newly  activated  air  depot  units  and  replacement 
requests.  This  program  amounts  to  $247,000. 

Far  East  Air  Forces 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  conduct  tactical  operations,  the 
air  defense  of  Japan,  Ryukyus,  Marianas,  Hawaii,  and  the  United 
States  installations  in  the  Philippines;  to  provide  air  transportation 
for  combat  troops,  other  personnel  and  supplies  in  the  Pacific  and  Far 
East  areas,  and  to  provide  logistic  support  to  FEAF  and  SAC  forces. 
This  program  amounts  to  $9,797,000. 

Military  Air  Transport  Service  ( overseas ) 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  provide  aircraft  required  in 
support  of  approved  joint  war  plans;  scheduled  airlifts  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  between  the  continental  United  States  and  overseas 
areas;  between  and  within  overseas  areas;  worldwide  air  transport; 
air  weather;  airways  and  air  communications,  air-rescue  service  sys¬ 
tems,  and  organization  and  training  of  Air  Resupply  and  Communi¬ 
cations  Service  and  all  elements  thereof.  This  program  totals 
$14,741,000. 

Strategic  Air  Command  ( overseas ) 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  organize,  train,  equip,  administer, 
and  prepare  a  force  capable  of  conducting  strategic  operations  in 
accordance  with  directives  and  policies  issued  by  Headquarters,  United 
States  Air  Force.  This  program  amounts  to  $61,821,000  for  the  Stra¬ 
tegic  Air  Command  and  provides  facilities  at  Andersen  Air  Force  Base 
on  Guam,  Ramey  Air  Force  Base  in  Puerto  Rico,  and  14  various  loca¬ 
tions  in  foreign  countries. 

Included  within  Strategic  Air  Command  program  are  facilities  to 
support  a  classified  operation  totaling  $29  million,  and  operational- 
type  facilities  at  2  locations  required  for  support  of  fighter-inter¬ 
ceptor  aircraft  totaling  $1,131,000.  The  remainder  of  the  program  is 
composed  of  items  to  support  the  basic  SAC  mission  requirements. 

United  States  Air  Forces  in  Europe 

The  mission  of  this  command  is  to  support  the  Supreme  Allied 
Commander,  Europe;  United  States  Commander  in  Chief,  Europe, 
and  the  other  component  commanders  under  USCINCEUR  in  their 
assigned  missions;  to  fufi.ll  responsibilities  assigned  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  in  areas  not  included  in  either  the  NATO  or  the 
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USCINCEUR’s  areas  of  responsibility,  and  to  support  commanders 
operating  directly  imder  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.  This  program 
amounts  to  $36,057,000  for  United  States  Air  Forces  in  Europe  and 
provides  facilities  at  39  locations. 

Included  in  the  program,  are  facilities  to  support  3  bases  in  Spain 
totaling  $9,214,000;  aircraft  control  and  warning  activities  at  2  loca¬ 
tions  totaling  $451,000;  mobile  radio  squadrons  at  4  locations  totaling 
$735,000;  3  locations  for  ammunition  storage,  assembly  and  checkout 
totaling  $1,059,000;  fighter-interceptor  aircraft  at  1  location  totaling 
$796,000;  a  global  communications  center  totaling  $43,000;  3  sites 
for  Mideast  operational  and  logistic  support  totaling  $6,637,000; 
facilities  at  2  bases  totaling  $5,053,000  in  support  of  fighter-bomber 
operations;  medical  facilities  at  2  locations  totaling  $1,513,000  and 
special  weapons  training  at  1  location  costing  $47,000. 

The  remainder  of  the  program  is  composed  of  items  to  support  the 
basic  USAFE  mission  requirement. 

Special  facilities  ( overseas ) 

This  section  covers  special  facilities  at  various  locations  totaling 
$170,000  for  classified  projects  at  2  locations. 

Aircraft  control  and  warning  system  ( overseas ) 

This  section  provides  $20  million  for  an  eastward  extension  to  the 
distant  early  warning  line. 

•  Ratio  of  construction  in  overseas  areas. — Prior  to  fiscal  year  1957, 
the  ratio  of  Air  Force  construction  in  the  continental  United  States 
to  construction  overseas  averaged  approximately  60  percent  for  bases 
inside  United  States  and  40  percent  for  overseas  locations.  In  fiscal 
year  1957  the  ratio  for  continental  United  States  rose  to  70  percent, 
and  the  overseas  portion  dropped  to  30  percent.  The  Air  Force  mil¬ 
itary  construction  program  for  fiscal  year  1958  continues  the  trend 
started  in  fiscal  year  1957  of  minimizing  foreign  construction. 

The  “Outside  the  United  States”  section  of  title  III  of  the  bill 
contains  an  authorization  total  of  $160,705,000.  However,  the  bulk 
of  this  total  is  scheduled  for  the  North  American  Continent,  its 
approaches,  and  the  United  States  Territories  and  possessions.  There¬ 
fore,  the  Air  Force  program  for  foreign  establishments  is  only  roughly 
10  percent  of  the  total  program.  This  is  primarily  to  improve  the 
living  conditions  of  Air  Force  personnel  and  to  provide  facilities  for 
the  operation  of  new  weapons  at  those  foreign  locations  where  opera¬ 
tional  requirements  demand  continued  utilization  by  United  States 
forces. 

TITLE  IV— FAMILY  HOUSING 

Because  of  the  magnitude  of  the  family  housing  program,  it  became 
desirable  to  group  the  sections  of  the  bill  pertaining  to  subjects 
common  to  all  services  under  one  title.  Title  IV,  therefore,  contains 
seven  sections  dealing  with  this  important  segment  of  the  construction 
program.  These  are  described  below  in  the  order  of  then'  appearance. 

Section  401 

This  section  authorizes  the  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
to  exercise  any  outstanding  authority  for  family  housing  under 
previous  military  construction  authorization  acts  (Public  Law  765, 
83d  Cong.;  Public  Law  161,  84th  Cong.;  and  Public  Law  968,  84th 
Cong.)  to  provide  family  housing  at  those  installations  for  which 
family  housing  is  authorized  by  H.  R.  8240.  In  other  words,  to  the 
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extent  that  there  remains  any  of  the  dollar  authorization  for  family 
housing  provided  by  these  acts,  such  dollar  authorization  may  be 
used  at  any  installation  for  which  family  housing  is  authorized  by 
the  present  bill. 

The  bill  as  originally  submitted  requested  authority  to  construct 
2,381  family  housing  units  within  and  outside  the  United  States; 
yet,  as  of  January  31,  1957,  the  services  had  available  construction 
authority  for  35,672  units  of  which  only  17,666  were  completed, 
under  contract,  or  under  design.  The  remaining  authority  that  is 
made  available  under  this  section  is  more  than  sufficient  to  meet  this 
year’s  request  for  appropriated  fund  housing. 

As  a  result  of  including  this  section,  the  committee  deleted  all  sums 
related  to  family  housing  at  each  installation,  however,  it  will  be  noted 
that  the  words  “family  housing”  occur  throughout  the  bill  in  order 
to  make  clear  the  location  of  the  housing  that  is  authorized. 

Section  402 

This  section  extends  existing  leasing  authority  for  housing  at  tactical 
installations  for  1  more  year  and  increases  that  authority  from  3,000 
units,  as  provided  in  Public  Law  968,  84th  Congress,  to  a  new  total  of 
5,000  units.  This  is  done  so  that  Nike  and  other  tactical  site  housing 
requirements  may  be  met  by  utilizing  existing  private  housing  and 
thereby  reducing  the  necessity  for  construction  of  military  quarters 
at  these  installations.  The  committee  feels  that  this  is  particularly 
appropriate  because  of  the  relative  temporary  location  of  many  of 
these  tactical  sites. 

Section  4-03 

This  section  makes  the  current  statutory  floor  area  limitations  appli¬ 
cable  to  housing  authorized  for  construction  with  appropriated  funds 
by  repealing  more  restrictive  limitations  which  apply  to  those  imits 
under  Public  Law  765,  83d  Congress. 

Section  404 

This  section  provides  that  up  to  15  percent  of  enlisted  men’s  quar¬ 
ters  may  have  a  total  floor  area  not  to  exceed  1,250  square  feet,  i.  e., 
those  with  4  bedrooms.  Limitations  on  other  units  would  remain  the 
same.  Past  experience  has  demonstrated  that  an  adequate  4-bedroom 
unit  requires  approximately  1,250  square  feet  of  net  floor  space. 
The  military  departments  testified  that  more  than  one-sixth  of  the 
married  enlisted  men  in  the  upper  grades  with  7  or  more  years  of 
service  have  families  requiring  4-bedroom  units. 

Section  405 

This  section  pertains  to  surplus-commodity  program.  It  amends 
section  407  of  Public  Law  765,  83d  Congress,  in  order  to  provide  that 
housing  allotments  otherwise  paid  to,  or  rental  charges  collected  from, 
civilian  personnel  will  be  available  for  payments  to  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  when  such  personnel  occupy  housing  constructed 
under  this  program. 

Section  406 

This  section  provides  that  after  June  30,  1958,  all  family  housing 
units  to  be  constructed  or  acquired  under  any  provision  of  law  must 
first  be  authorized  and  appropriated  for  by  an  annual  military  con¬ 
struction  authorization  act.  ***{ 

The  committee’s  reason  for  inserting  this  section  in  the  bill  has  been 
discussed  fully  in  a  previous  portion  of  this  report. 
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In  addition,  this  section  repeals  the  reporting  provisions  required  by 
section  419,  Public  Law  968,  84th  Congress,  inasmuch  as  the  reports 
would  serve  no  useful  purpose  after  June  30,  1958. 

Section  407 

This  section  will  permit  members  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force, 
Marine  Corps,  Coast  Guard,  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  the 
Public  Health  Service  to  occupy  inadequate  quarters  on  a  rental  basis 
without  loss  of  basic  allowance  for  quarters,  as  has  been  described 
earlier  in  the  report. 

TITLE  V— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

The  general  provisions  in  this  year’s  bill  are  in  the  main  similar  to 
those  contained  in  prior  military  construction  acts.  There  are,  how¬ 
ever,  some  minor  changes  which  are  indicated. 

Sections  501  to  505 

I  Sections  501  through  505  repeat,  with  one  exception,  similar  provi¬ 
sions  in  Public  Law  968,  84th  Congress,  the  Military  Construction 
Authorization  Act  for  fiscal  year  1957.  The  exception  is  the  second 
sentence  in  section  505  which  provides  that  the  Secretaries  of  the 
military  departments  shall  report  semiannually  to  the  President  of  the 
Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  with  respect 
to  all  contracts  awarded  on  other  than  a  competitive  bid  basis  to  the 
lowest  responsible  bidder. 

The  committee  realizes  that  in  the  construction  field  the  Depart¬ 
ment.  of  Defense  is  to  be  complimented  on  the  fact  that  most  con¬ 
struction  contracts  (93  percent  during  the  12-mont.h  period  ending 
December  31,  1956)  have  been  entered  into  as  a  result  of  competitive 
bidding.  However,  the  committee  feels  that  the  Congress  should  be 
sufficiently  advised  in  detail  when  there  is  a  departure  from  normal 
practice. 

Section  506 

This  section  provides  that  unused  authorities  which  have  been  in 
existence  4  years  mil  be  automatically  rescinded.  Past  construction 
authorization  acts  have  carried  provisions  automatically  rescinding 
.prior  authority  after  a  5-year  period.  As  mentioned  elsewhere  in  this 
freport,  the  committee  has  been  concerned  over  the  large  gap  between 
authorizations  and  appropriations  and  believes  that  positive  efforts 
must  be  taken  to  establish  a  better  balance.  As  originally  presented, 
the  bill  contained  this  routine  5-year  provision  and  the  committee 
seriously  considered  reducing  the  period  to  3  years.  However, 
following  discussions  with  Defense  officials,  the  committee  concluded 
that  a  4-year  period  would  best  suit  the  construction  requirements  at 
this  time  based  on  the  understanding  that  the  Department  of  Defense 
will  recommend  a  3-year  period  in  subsequent  bills. 

Section  507 

This  section  contains  similar  restrictions  on  unit  costs  to  those 
provided  in  last  year’s  bill.  The  only  difference  is  that  certain  in¬ 
creases  are  provided  in  order  to  meet  increased  costs. 

Fiscal  Data 

Enactment  into  law  of  this  proposed  legislation  will  involve  the 
expenditure  of  $1,445,285,000.  This  amount  is  made  up  of  $1,203,- 
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413,000,  representing  the  new  authority  contained  in  titles  I,  II,  and 
III,  plus  $181,099,000  representing  the  increases  to  prior  authorities 
(deficiency  authorizations),  plus  $51,348,000  as  the  cost  of  the  family 
housing  authorized  by  the  bill,  plus  $9,425,000  for  the  Air  Force 
Academy  contained  in  section  508  of  title  V  of  the  bill. 

Departmental  Data 

This  measure  is  part  of  the  legislative  program  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  for  fiscal  year  1958  and  has  been  approved  by  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  as  is  evidenced  by  the  letter  dated  May  1,  1957,  from 
Secretary  of  Defense  C.  E.  Wilson  which  is  set  out  below  and  made 
a  part  of  this  report. 

The  Secretary  of  Defense, 

Washington,  May  1,  1957. 

The  President  of  the  Senate, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C.  . 

My  Dear  Mr.  President:  There  is  forwarded  herewith  a  draft! 
of  legislation  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

This  proposed  legislation  is  a  part  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
legislative  program  for  1957,  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises 
that  there  is  no  objection  to  its  presentation  to  the  Congress.  The 
Department  of  Defense  recommends  that  it  be  enacted. 

This  proposed  legislation  would  authorize  additional  military 
construction  that  is  urgently  needed  by  the  Department  of  Defense  at 
this  tune,  and  would  provide  additional  authority  to  cover  deficiencies 
in  prior  construction  authorizations.  The  appropriation  of,  money 
required  for  construction  is  provided  for  in  the  Budget  of  the  United 
States  Government  for  fiscal  year  1958. 

This  legislation  consists  of  title  I,  II  and  III,  covering  authorization 
required  by  the  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
respectively;  and  title  IV  covering  general  provisions  relating  to  this 
legislation. 

This  proposal  would  authorize  new  construction  totaling  $1,561,- 
338,000,  of  which  $323,325,000  is  for  the  Department  of  the  Army; 
$435,099,000  is  for  the  Department  of  the  Navy;  and  $802,914,000  is^ 
for  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force.  This  proposal  would  also  pro-^ 
vide  additional  monetary  authority  to  correct  deficiencies  in  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  projects  authorized  under  previous  laws  totaling  $181,056,000, 
of  which  $23,489,000  is  for  the  Army;  $42,605,000  is  for  the  Navy; 
and  $114,962,000  is  for  the  Air  Force.  Therefore,  the  total  in  this 
proposed  legislation  of  new  authorization  plus  additional  monetary 
authority  for  projects  previously  authorized  amounts  to  $1,742,- 
394,000. 

This  proposal  would  also  repeal  all  authorizations,  with  certain 
exceptions,  for  military  construction  that  are  contained  in  laws  enacted 
after  July  14,  1952,  but  prior  to  August  8,  1953.  This  repeal  will 
continue  in  effect  the  policy  established  in  the  fiscal  year  1956  Military 
Construction  Authorization  Act  (Public  Law  161,  84th  Cong.)  and 
continued  in  the  fiscal  year  1957  act,  of  repealing  longstanding 
authority  that  has  not  been  exercised  by  the  military  departments.  It 
is  believed  that  the  continuation  of  this  policy  will  result  in  a  construe- 
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tion  program  which  will  reflect  more  accurately  the  current  needs  of 
the  Department  of  Defense. 

Sincerely  yours, 

C.  E.  Wilson. 

Summary  of  Military  Public  Works  Bill,  Fiscal  Year  1958 
CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 

.Alabama _ _ _  $11,807,000 


Army: 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot _  2,  015,  0001 

Fort  Rucker _  7,  549,  000' 

Air  Force: 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma _  2,  193,  000 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery _  50,  000 


Arizona _  7,  010,  000 


Army:  Fort  Huachuca _  1,  936,  000 

Air  Force: 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson _  2,  361,  000 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix _  1,  848,  000 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler _  865,  000 


Arkansas _  11,  510,  000 


Air  Force:  Blvtheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville _  11,  510,  000 


California _  120,  375,  000 


Army: 

Jet  Propulsion  Laboratory _  130,  000 

Fort  Ord _  3,  307,  000 

Sharpe  General  Depot _  110,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Alameda _  185,  000 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Barstow _  6,  841,  000 

Auxiliary  landing  field,  Crows  Landing _  39,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  El  Centro _ _ _  4,  310,  000 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro _  3,  411,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Lemoore _  27,  535,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach _  1,  500,  000 

Naval  station,  Long  Beach _  544,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Miramar _  3,  401,  000 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Mojave _  3,  281,  000 

Naval  air  station,  North  Island _  7,  964,  000 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton _  1,  469,  000 

Naval  air  missile  test  center,  Point  Mugu _  7,  669,  000 

Naval  magazine,  Port  Chicago _  236,  000 

Naval  construction  battalion  center,  Port  Hueneme__  __  759,  000 

Auxiliary  landing  field,  San  Clemente _  9,  448,  000 

Marine  Corps  recruit  depot,  San  Diego _  116,  000 

Naval  training  center,  San  Diego _  1,  613,  000 

Naval  communication  station,  San  Diego _  100,  000 

Naval  communication  center,  Stockton _  460,  000 

Marine  Corps  training  center,  Twentynine  Palms _  2,  061,  000 

Air  Force: 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville _  7,  458,  000 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced _  2,  076,  000 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc _  1,  987,  000 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville _ _ _ _  2,  478,  000 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael _  614,  000 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside _  2,  347,  000 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento _  8,  249,  000 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento _  4,  912,  000 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard  (Camarillo) _ _ _  1,  828,  000 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield _  1,  937,  000 
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Colorado _ l _  $1,986,000 


Army : 

Fort  Carson _  1,  049,  000 

Fitzsimons  Army  Hospital _  937,  000 

Connecticut _  2,  966,  000 

Navy:  Naval  submarine  base,  New  London _  2,  966,  000 

Delaware _  745,  000 

Air  Force:  Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover _  745,  000 


District  of  Columbia _  1,  920,  000 


Army:  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center _  1,  920,  000 


Florida _  23,  010,  000 


Navy:  I 

Naval  air  station,  Cecil  Field _  5,  089,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Jacksonville _  39,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Key  West _  1,  456,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Mayport _  384,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Pensacola _  2,  713,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Saufley  Field _  39,  000 

Air  Force: 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso _  5,  826,  000 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead _  380,  000 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa _  936,  000 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa _  2,  962,  000 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City _  3,  186,  000 


Georgia _  19,  355,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Benning _ 

Atlanta  General  Depot _ 

Fort  Stewart _ 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  supply  center,  Albany 

Naval  air  station,  Glynco _ 

Air  Force: 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta... 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah _ 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta _ 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon _ 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany _ 


1,  583,  000 
595,  000 
3,  691,  000 

140,  000 
293,  000 


8,  628,  000 


$139,  ooqf 

994,  OOCi 
938,  000  ' 
,  354,  000 


Idaho _  2,  022,  000 

Air  Force:  Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home..  2,  022,  000 


Illinois 


8,  113,  000 


Army: 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot _  765,  000 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot _ _ _  758,  000 

Navy: 

Electronics  supply  office,  Great  Lakes _  92,  000 

Naval  training  center,  Great  Lakes _  5,  598,  000 

Air  Force:  Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville _  900,  000 


Indiana _  8,  966,  000 


Air  Force:  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru _  8,  966,  000 
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Iowa _  $248,  000 


Air  Force:  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City _  248,  000 


Kansas _ _ _  5,  353,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Leavenworth _  336,  000 

Fort  Riley _  2,  525,  000 

Air  Force: 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka _  1,  357,  000 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita _  763,  000 

Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina _  372,  000 


Kentucky _  9,  322,  000 

Army :  ■ — - * - 

Fort  Campbell _  5,  117,  000 

Fort  Knox _  4,  205,  000 


Louisiana _  16,  468,  000 


Army:  Fort  Polk _  7,  734,  000 

Navy:  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  New  Iberia _  3,  653,  000 

Air  Force: 

England  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria _  1,  558,  000 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport _  3,  344,  000 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles _  179,  000 


Maine _ , _  36,366,000 

Navy:  - 

Naval  air  station,  Brunswick _  180,  000 

Naval  radio  station,  Washington  County _  13,  982,  000 

Air  Force: 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor _  14,  638,  000 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone _  7,  322,  000 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle _  244,  000 


Maryland _  9,  673,  000 

Army:  - 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground _ _ _  2,  288,  000 

Fort  Detrick _  627,  000 

Fort  George  G.  Meade _  589,  000 

Fort  Ritchie _  820,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis _  1,  602,  000 

Naval  engineering  experiment  station,  Annapolis _  618,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Patuxent  River _  2,  209,  000 

Air  Force:  Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs _  920,  000 


Massachusetts _  $12,  648,  000 


Army:  Fort  Devens _  6,  719,  000 

Air  Force: 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford _  3,  469,  000 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth _  559,  000 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls _  1,  901,  000 


Michigan _  6,  385,  000 


Air  Force: 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Ste.  Marie _  429,  000 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette _  905,  000 

Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens _  2,  898,  000 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda _  2,  153,  000 


Minnesota _  4,  499,  000 


Air  Force:  Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth _  4,  499,  000 
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CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES— Continued 
Mississippi _  $37,  305,  000 


Navy:  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Meridian _  13,  387,  000 

Air  Force: 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus _  2,  320,  000 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville _  19,  389,  000 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi _  2,  209,  000 


Missouri _ * -  6,  618,  000- 


Army:  Fort  Leonard  Wood _  4,663,000 

Air  Force: 

Aeronautical  Chart  and  Information  Center,  St.  Louis. _  620,  000 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City _  I,  100,  000 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster _  235,  000 


Montana _ _ _  5,  566,  000 


Air  Force: 

Glasgow  site _  2,  048,  000  i 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls _  3,  518,  000  " 


Nebraska _  7,  967,  000 


Army:  Sioux  Ordnance  Depot _ _  249,  000 

Air  Force: 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln _  37,  000 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha _  7,  681,  000 


Nevada _ _  6,  786,  000 


Navy:  Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Fallon _  4,  199,  000 

Air  Force: 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base _  206,  000 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas _  436,  000 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno _  1,  945,  000 


New  Hampshire _  4,  840,  000 


Army:  Cold  Regions  Laboratory _  2,  496,  000 

Air  Force:  Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth _  2,  344,  000 


New  Jersey _  496,  000 


Air  Force:  McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown _  496,  000  ^ 


New  Mexico _  42,  500,  000 


Army:  White  Sands  Proving  Ground _  16,  530,  000i 

Air  Force: 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis _  $2,  149,  000 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo _  11,  869,  000 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell _  9,  676,  000 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque _  2,  276,  000 


New  York _  18,  528,  000 


Army: 

Brooklyn  Army  Base _  1,  169,  000 

United  States  Military  Academy _  1,  666,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn _  1,  784,  000 

Air  Force: 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome _ _ _ . _  10,  410,  000 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead.: _  337,  000 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport _  281,  000 

Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg _  231,  000 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh _  1,  694,  000 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton _  956,  000 
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CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES— Continued 
North  Carolina _  $24,  344,  000 


Army:  Fort  Bragg _  1,  051,  000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Cherry  Point _  6,  503,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Edenton _  160,  000 

Naval  seaplane  facility,  Hertford  (Harvey  Point) _  5,  728,  000 

Marine  Corps  air  facility,  New  River,  Jacksonville _  39,  000 

Marine  Corps  base,  Camp  Lejeune _  872,  000 

Air  Force: 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro _  9,  991,  000 


North  Dakota _ _ _  11,  270,  000 


Air  Force: 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks _  4,  466,  000 

Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot _  6,  804,  000 


Ohio... . . . . . _  3,498,000 


Air  Force: 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus, _  1,  504,  000 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton _  1,  777,  000 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown _  217,  000 


Oklahoma _ , _ _  6,035,000 


Air  Force: 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus _  848,  000 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton _  536,  000 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City _  2,  674,  000 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid., _  1,  977,  000 


Oregon _  5,  067,  000 


Air  Force: 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath _  1,  299,  000 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland _  3,  768,  000 


Pennsylvania _  2,  881,  000 


Army:  New  Cumberland  General  Depot _  464,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Air  Development  Center,  Johnsville _  39,  000 

Naval  ordnance  supply  office,  Mechanicsburg _  155,  000 

Aviation  supply  office,  Philadelphia _  550,  000 

Air  Force:  Olmstead  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown _  1,  673,  000 


Rhode  Island _  3,  611,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  station,  Newport _  2,  729,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Quonset  Point _  882,  000 


South  Carolina _  9,  971,  000 


Army:  Charleston  Transportation  Corps  Depot _  306,  000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  auxiliary  air  station,  Beaufort _  2,  632,  000 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island _  1,  142,  000 

Air  Force: 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston _  2,  216,  000 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville _  1,  287,  000 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Airport,  Myrtle  Beach _ _  1,  204,  000 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter _  1,  184,  000 
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CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES— Continued 
South  Dakota _  $2,  032,  000 


Air  Force: 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City _  1,  976,  000 

Rushmore  Air  Force  Station,  Rapid  City _  56,  000 


Tennessee _  673,  000 


Air  Force: 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville _  189,  000 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna _  484,  000 


Texas _ - _ _ _ —  43,  727,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Bliss _ 7,  704,  000 

Fort  Hood _ . _ _ _  2,362,000 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot _  95,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Chase  Field _  566,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Corpus  Christi _  140,  000 

Naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Kingsville _ _ _  160,  000 

Air  Force: 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo _  2,  872,  000 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin _  1,  487,  000 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso _ = _ .. _ * _ *_  5,  557,  000 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio _  952,  000 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth _  2,  059,  000 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene _ _ _ _ .  100,  000 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria _ _ _ 683,  000 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Kileen _ ._ _  34,  000 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen _ _ _ _ _  262,  000 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio _  899,  000 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio _ -  250,  000 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman _  460,  000 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio _ _  2,  858,  000 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock _  5,  909,  000 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls.-.-- _ _  _  _  _  4,  200,  000 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring _  4,  118,  000 

■  ■  •  •  r,  i. .  l  .  .  i  <  li 


Utah _ _  _ _  1,965,000 


Army:  Dugway  Proving  Ground _ _  54,  000 

Air  Force:  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden. ______ _ 1,  911,  000 


Vermont _ _ _ _ _  594,000 


Air  Force:  Ethan  Allan  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski _  594,  000 


Virginia _  23,  200,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Belvoir _ _  1,654,000 

Fort  Eustis _  562,  000 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation _ _ _ _ „ _ 153,  000 

Fort  Lee _ _ _ _  5,417,000 

Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Chincoteague _ _  2,  818,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Norfolk _ _ _  39,000 

Naval  communication  station,  Norfolk _ _ „  -  443,  000 

Public  works  center,  Norfolk _  3,  244,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Oceana-..- _  6,  975,  000 

Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico _ _ _  1,  875,  000 

Air  Force:  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton _ _  •  20,  000' 
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CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES— Continued 


Washington -  $52,  893,  000 


Army: 

Fort  Lewis _  1,  487,  000 

Seattle  market  center _  40,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Bangor _  316,  000 

Naval  shipyard,  Bremerton _  25,  438,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Whidbey  Island _  9,  365,  000 

Air  Force: 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane _  1,  480,  000 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane _  1,  583,  000 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake _  12,  552,  000 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma _  632,  000: 


Wisconsin _  7,  934,  000 


Air  Force: 

Richard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasville _  7,  804,  000 

Truax  Field,  Madison _  130,  000 


Various  locations  (Zone  of  Interior) _  61,  510,  000 


Army _  9,  522,  000' 

Navy _  5,  000,  000 

Air  Force _ ! _  51,  988,  000 


Classified  (Zone  of  Interior) : 

Army _  125,  750,  000 

Navy _ _ _  31,350,000 

Air  Force _  47,  000,  000 


OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 
Alaska _ 1 _  29,  452,  000' 


Army : 


) 


Alaska  general _ 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base _ 

Fort  Greely _ 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base _ 

Fort  Richardson _ 

Tactical  sites _ 

Navy: 

Naval  communication  station,  Adak 

Naval  station,  Adak _ 

Air  Force: 

Eielson  Air  Force  Base,. _ 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base _ 

Galena  Airfield _ , _ 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base _ 


4,  143,  000 


1,  053,  000 

2,  555,  000 

430,  000 
4,  742,  000 
350,  000 
1,  630,  000 


(Canada)  Newfoundland _  14,  676,  000) 

Navy:  Naval  station,  Argentia _  14,  676,  000 


Canal  Zone _  1,  689,  000 

Army:  Fort  Gulick _  289,  000 

Air  Force:  Howard  Air  Force  Base _  1,  400,  000 


Cuba _  11,522,000 


Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Guantanamo  Bay _  5,  730,  000 

Naval  station,  Guantanamo  Bay _  4,  699,  000' 

Public  works  center,  Guantanamo  Bay _  1,  093,  000- 
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OUTSIDE  CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES— Continued 


France _  $20,  754,  000 

Army:  Various  locations _  20,  754,  000 


Mariana  Islands _  820,  000 

Air  Force:  Andersen  Air  Force  Base _  820,  000 


•Guam _  1,  906,  000 


Navy: 

Naval  station _  884,  000 

Naval  air  station,  Agana _  428,  000 

Naval  communication  station,  linegayan _  594,  000 


Hawaii _ T -  16,  837,  000 


Army:  Tripler  Army  Hospital _  154,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Barbers  Point _  2,  088,  000 

Marine  Corps  air  station,  Kaneohe  Bay _  249,  000. 

Headquarters,  commander  in  chief,  Pacific  and  Pacific  I 

Fleet,  Oahu _  332,  OOff 

Naval  ammunition  depot,  Oahu _  326,  000 

Naval  shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor _  1,  297,  000 

Naval  radio  station,  Wahiawa _  4,  392,  000 

Air  Force:  Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu _  2,  228,  000 


Japan _ _ _  795,000 


Navy: 

Naval  activity,  Sakata _  69,  000 

Naval  security  group,  southern  Japan _  726,  000 


Korea _  9,  000,  000 

Army:  Various  locations _  9;  000,  000 


Kwajalein _  69,  000 

Navy:  Naval  station,  Kwajalein _  69,000 


Midway _  69,  000 

Navy:  Naval  station,  Midway  Island _ _  69,  000 


Okinawa _  504,  000 

Navy:  Naval  air  facility,  Naha _  504,  000 


Philippines _  14,  920,  00^ 


Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Cubi  Point _  149,  000 

Naval  base,  Subic  Bay _  1,  750,  000 

Naval  station,  Subic  Bay _  7,  576,  000 

Naval  supply  depot,  Subic  Bay _  397,  000 

Public  Works  Center,  Subic  Bay _  393,  000 


Puerto  Rico _  18,  620,  000 


Army:  Fort  Buchanan _  137,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  air  station,  Roosevelt  Roads _  15,  182,  000 

Naval  station,  San  Juan _  190,  000 

Air  Force:  Ramey  Air  Force  Base _  3,  783,  000 


Various  locations,  overseas _  148,  782,  000 


Navy _ _ _ _  130,000 

Air  Force _ _ _ _ _  148,652,000 


o 


85th  CONGRESS 
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Calendar  No.  866 


[Report  No.  842] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

July  11  (legislative  day,  July  8),  1957 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 

August  8  (legislative  day,  July  8) ,  1957 
Reported  by  Mr.  Stennis,  with  an  amendment 

[Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


AN  ACT 


To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations,  and 

for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

8  TITLE  I 


4  SeGt  TOE  The 

5  or  develop  military  « 

6  constructing?  converting,  r* 


of  the  Army  may 
and  facilities  fer 

1  r Q*  ,  at*  i  o  t  n  11  m  A’  r\Ai» 
lllcl  y  \7r  lilu  1 11 1111 jJ Cl 


7  mancnt  or  temporary  puhhe  works,  including  the 

8  tien?  appurtenanees?  utilities  and 

9 


I 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


2 


PfSiBE  THE  UA4TEB 


TECHNICAL 


FACILITIES 


T37tXrT7oT^ 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground-,-  Maryland-;  Troop  housing; 
I^S^BtOOOt 

Anniston  Or-dnanee  Depot,  Alabama-;  Utilities,  $2,01-5j- 
000; 

000; 

Savanna  0-rdnanee  Pcpoty  -Illinois-;  Supply  faeilitie% 
and  utihtlesy  $758,000.- 

Sinus  Or-dnanee  Depoty  Nebraska-;  Maintenance  faeilityy 


White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  Aew  Mexico-  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  faeilitiesy  research  and 
development  facilities-,-  storage  faeilitiesy  administrative  faeili- 
tiesy  troop  housingy  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $16— 
530  AOO 

<J » v/yV/O  VI  • 

-(Quartermaster  Oorps)- 

land  ae<ph-sitien7  and  utilities,  $595^000; 

Aew  Oumberland  General  -Depoty  Pennsylvania-:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilitiesy  $464, 000.- 

Port  Pee,-  -Virginias  Operational  facility,  storage  faedl 
tiesy  hospital  facility,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,-  $672-29,090. 
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Seattle  Quartermaster 
Land  acquisition,  $40,000? 

Shar-ge  General  Fegoty  Cali-fornia-:- 
and  utilitiesy 
-Fort 


Center,  Washington: 


faeilityy 


General  Fegoty  Fexas-: 
and  land  acquisition,  $9-5,0007 

-(Chemical  Gorgs)- 

Fort  Fetrieky  Maryland-:  Utilities,  $697,0007 
Fug-way  Frown g  Ground,-  -Utah :  Troog  housingy  $54y- 
0007 


-(Signal  Corgs)- 

Fort  Haaehueay  Arizona :  dccog  housingy  $17936,000. 
-(Corgs  ol  -Engine ers )- 

Cold  regions  lahoratoryy  Hanover,  Few  Hanigshirc :  Be 
search  and  devclogmcnt  facility, ■  $2y496,000r 

Fort  Bclvoir,  -Virginia-:  Cgerational  faeilitiesy  training 
faeilityy  and  maintenance  faeilityy  $1-,- 6-54, 000r 

Granite  Chy  -Engineer  Fegoty  -Illinois-7  Utilities,-  $-705,- 

OOO7 


1 1  All 
t  lt.ll  I 


-Brooklyn  Army  Base-,-  Few  Merle 


Charleston  dG  Fegoty  South  Carolina-: 
facilitiesy 
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Eort  Eastis?  Mirginia-:  Operational  facilities  troop  hous¬ 
ing?  administrative  facility?  and  abilities  $3,039,000.- 

Oakland  Army  Base?  California-?  Mcdieal  facility? 
$602?000? 

p/lipnl 

1  111  U  LIIL  cLl  v  u  1  |  /  o  i 

Eitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center?  Colorado  :■  Troop 

T~>  nil ctua  Q  Q  V  O 

JLlw  U-oiii^  y  (jp  1/  O  i  y  v  v  v  • 

Walter  Reed  M-edieal  Center?  Washington?  ©?  Ch  Util¬ 
ities?  $4?990?699t 


HEEE©  EOaeES  PAOH-I-TUE-S 


-fEirst  Army  A-rea-)- 


Eort  ©evens? 


3?  main¬ 


tenance  facilities?  administrative  facilities?  treep  housing,-  and 


Eert  ©is?  Sew  Jersey :  M-aintenanee  facilities?  $303,009. 
-(Second  Army  Arca)- 

At  ©  Sill  Military  Reservation?  Mirgmia-r  Troop  hous- 


Eort  Knox?  -Kentucky :  Operational  facilities?  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities?  storage  facilities,  and  utilities?  $4,905,000.- 
Eort  George  Os  Meade?  Maryland :  Administrative  faeil- 
hy?  troop  housing  and  community  facilities?  $2,652,000.- 
Eert  Ritehie?  Maryland :  Troop 
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-(Third  Army  A-rca}- 


and  mainte- 


=7  maffl- 


Bort  Benningy  Georgia-?  Operational  facilities,  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $1,5 8 3,-0 00.- 
Bert  Bragg,-  Berth 
nance  -faekkiesy  $1,0517000-.- 
Bert  Campheky  Eentueky-? 
tcnance  facilities?  groan d  knprovcmcntsy  and  atilitiesy 
$5-,-l-l-7,OOOr 

Bert  Backer  Alabama-?  Operational  faekkiesy  and  troop 
housingy  $5t703tOOOt 

Bort  Stcwarty  Georgian  Troop  housingy  $3y69-l-,0007 
-(-Fourth  Army  Area)- 

Bort  Bliss?  Texas-?  Operational  facilities,-  training  faeili- 

iiAo  TTl  niTlfOTlOTlPP  ~Po  p~i  1 1 1 1  "f  fi  Ql  1 1  hi  PQ  ry>  pfjipo]  j*o  Pi  1 1  f  \r  ■ 

tlvoy  lllcllll t  vJllllllvJU  1  cl»J  1111  IvJJj J  o  t U 1  tl ^ 111 v/111  LlvJoj  lllvJ ollU til  ItlCllIl^y  y 

administrative  faekties,-  troop  housing,  community  faeilitiesy 
and  utilities^  $7-, -704, -000.- 

Bort  Seedy  Texas-?  Operational  faekkiesy  training  faeili— 

munity  facility-  and  utilkiesy  $2,362,000. 

Bort  Bolky  Louisiana:  Operational  faekitiesy  mainte 
nance  faekkiesy  troop  housing,  and  atkkiesy  $7,731,000.- 
Bort  Bam  Houston,-  Texas-?  Acquisition  of  land  and 
improvementsy  $675y000.- 
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(Ufftli  Army 

Port  Garsony  Colorado-?  Utilitiesy 
Uort  Leavenworth,'  Kansas? 

Port  Rdey,-  -Kansas :  Operational  facility,  maintenaneo 
dityy  and  troop  housing,-  $2,525,-000 
Uort  -Leonard  Wood,-  Missourir  Troop  Loosing, 
,660,000? 

-fSAth  Army  Area-)- 

Uort  Lewisy  Washington :  Operational  facilities,-  mainte¬ 


nance  mcintiesy  annnmstrative  mcmtics,  community  faeilit-yy 
and  utilities,-  $4y407y000.- 

Uort  Ordy  California-:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance 
■facilities,  troop  housing?  and  utiliticsy  $5-, 2-34-, OOO? 

-(Military  A-eademy) 

■United  States  Military  Aeademyy  West  Point-,  Aew 
Aork-r  Utilities?  $4y066y000-r 

•(Armed  Uorecs  Special  Weapons)- 
Uarious  installations :  Operational  faeilityy  community 

(Tactical  Installations  Support  ^Facilities) 

-Various  locations:-  Operational  facility,  maintenance  fa- 
crlities,  administrative  facilities,  storage  faedi-tiesj  community 
facilities,-  troop  housing,  family  kousngy  and 

$8-, 4 6 6, 001 A 
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Contjnentae  United  States) 
-(■Alaskan  Area) 

Alaska  general,-  Fielson  Air  Foree  Fasej  Fort  Grccly, 
Fadd  Air  Force  -Base?  Fori  Uichardsony  and  tactical  instal¬ 
lations-;  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  faciliticsj  admin¬ 
istrative  fae-ilitiesy  family  honsingj  and  ntdit-ies,-  $4,143dHFh 

Gommand 


Army  Hospital  7  Hawaii : 


fn  pi  llfipn 
1  cTaTIITI  U  J3y 


t  Ann  ttv  o  ~n  in ,  \  voo  i 

V_>  v/lllli  i  clllti  A  \  fLil  I 

Rieo :  Commmiity  facility,  and 


Fort 

,  <ftQ7q  non 

dp  i  cP  y  V_/  • 

Fort  Gnlieky  Ganal  Fanes  G< 

-(United  States  Armyj  Fnrope)- 
Marioas  locations-;  Maintenance  facilities^  and  storage  ta- 


-(Army  Forces  Far  Fast)- 

Marions  installations-;  Operational  facilities^  training  facih 
itiesy  maintenance  faeditesj  storage  faditiesy  troop  honsing, 

SeOt  AQA  Fke  Secretary  of  tfee  Army  may  establish  or 
(piiring-,-  eonstrueting7  eonvertingj  rehabilitating^  or  ’ 
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permanent  er  temporary  public  Ynrfep  ineluding  land  acqui¬ 
sition  site  preparation  appurtenancesy  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment,-  in  a  total  amount  el  $143, 004, -000: 

8bOt  40Bt  The  Secretary  el  the  -Army-  is  authorized  to 
purchase  eat  el  appropriations  available  ler  military  een- 
struction  lamily  housing  including  necessary  herd  aty  or  nearj 

quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents:  Eot 
more  than  400  units  el  sueh  housing  may  he  purchased 
under  this  section:  Space  limitations  per  unit  will  he  m 
aceer-danee  with  suhseetiens  -(a)-y  -(hfy  and  -(e)-  el  section 
4774  el  title  40y  United  States  Godey  and  cost  limitations 
as  now  or  hereafter  established  lor  military  housing  con¬ 
structed  with  appropriated  lands: 

Sb©:  404:  -(a)-  Public  Law  2-OOy  Eighty  third  Congress, 
is  amended,-  under  the  heading  “ Continentae  Um-TED 
States’’  in  section  404:  as  follows-: 


( <r 


Under  the  subheading  -TE-esE-ieAB  seb-yices  eaoibi- 


ties  -(Ordnance  Corps)--  with  respect  to  Led  -Error  Arsenal? 
-Texas,  strike  out  “$4y808,000^  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
$4,24-2,OOOT 


tc 


-(h)-  Public  Law  209y  Eighty-third 


as 


I  I  * 
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amended,  is  amended  fey  striking  out  in  elause  -(4)-  el  section 
503-  the  amounts  ££$44#03#00y-  and  ^33767-1-yOOO”  and 
inserting  in  place  thereof  -^■l-47l-07-j000-  and  £i$13'l,075,'- 
QQQ—j  respeetivefy.- 

Sec.  40m  -{af  Pufelic  -Law  534?  Eighty-third  Congress, ■ 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  ■  ‘ Cox tixe^ t ab 
Lotted  States”  in  seetion  404?-  as  fehews-r 

gnder  the  subheading  “teciesical  serviges  faceli - 
TEES  -(Signal  Corps-)-  with  respect  to  Department  of  the 
Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Camp  Detriek,  Mary¬ 
land?  strike  out  “$27360,000”  and  insert  in  plaeo  thereof 
-^3^3-7^00^ 


gnder  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 

Academy,'  Aew  Aork?  strike  out  “$979-50? OOCC  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1-1,98-37000^ 

-(b)-  Pufelic  Law  534?  Eighty  third  Congress,  as 
amended7  is  amended  fey  striking  out  in  clause  -{Lf  of  sec¬ 
tion  503  the  amounts  “$429709£7000^  and  ££f330T0007000^ 
and  inserting  in  plaee  thereof  “f-l-S-L 906,-000’-  and  “2887- 
840y000^  respectively^ 

8eGt  -IOOt  -{a}-  Pufelic  Law  434?  Eighty  fourth 
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as  amended?  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  Stance#1  in  section  404?  as  follower 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facem- 
vies  (Ordnance  Corps)- — 

-(if  with  rcspcet  to  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground? 
Maryland,  strike  eat  “$1,736,000^  and  insert  in  -place 
thereof  ^$2,039,000”, 

f2f  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot?  Uew 
Mork?  strike  ont  “$129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$212,OOOA 

Under  the  subheading  ‘  ‘ technical  services  facili- 
tees  -(Quartermaster  Corps)”  with  respect  to  Port  Dee? 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$8-589?000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
-M9?8-7-l?OOOA 

Under  the  soldi  cad i  ng“ technical  services  faoil-i- 
vies  (Chemical  Corps)  ” — 

-(if  with  respect  to  Camp  Betriek?  Maryland, 
strike  ont  “$452,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
--$525, 000”.- 

f2f  with  respect  to  Dug-way  Proving  Ground? 
Utah,  strike  out  “$i,- 1-29, 000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ^$4,494,000-”, 

Bnder  the  subheading  “technical  services  faciei 
vies  f  Transportation  Corps)  ” — 

fif  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base?  Acw 
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Forky  strike  out  “$-1,055, 099^  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
^249,099^ 

•(2f  with  respeet  to  Fort  Fustisj  -Virginia?  strike  out 
“$6,597, 000”  and  insert  hr  plaee  thereof  “$8,072,000”. 
lender  the  subheading  “technical  services  -pled- 
ieal  Corps)  ” — 

-(4)-  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medieal  Center? 
Tesas?  strike  out  i£$540y00011  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 


££$8-7-6,000”.- 

-f2$  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hospital?  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  ont  AS 3  3 3,090”  and  insert  in  plane  thereof 
^fOOkOOOk 

-(d)-  with  respeet  to  Walter  Feed  Army  Medieal 
Center,  District  of  Columbia?  strike  ont  A|3,557,000” 
and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$4,472,000”.- 
Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  (See 
end  Army  Area)-^ — with  respect  to  -Fort  Holabird,  Mary¬ 
land?  strike  out  “$64-2-,- 000^  and  insert  in  place  thereof 


^$BOO,OOOA 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Third  Army  Area)- — with  respeet  to  Camp  Jackson?  South 
Carolina?  strike  ont  “$ 5,0 00,00 A--  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
“$40,4OOy0OOA 

Under  the  subheading  Moled  fo-rc-e-s-  facilities 
-(Fourth  Army  Area)  — with  respeet  to  Fort  Hoodj  Tcaus, 
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strike  out  “$42,933?00011  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
^14^^000^ 

Under  the  subheading  “field  fobces  facilities 
-(Eifth  Army  Area)- — 

-(4)-  with  respeet  te  Eert  Carson?  Colorado?  strike 
out  “$7j487?Q0Q^  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  ^$8,621-,- 
000L 

-f2f  with  respeet  te  Eort  Leavenworth,  -Kansas? 
strike  out  ^$8?01§,000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
^9?803t090L 

-(-3)-  with  respect  te  Camp  Eneas?  Michigan?  strike 
ent  “$143,000^  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  -“$493,000^- 
Under  the  subheading  -field  fqbc-es  facilities 
-(Armed  Eerees  Special  Weapons  Erejeetf^ — with  respeet 
te  various  installations?  strike  out  ^$3,014, 000”  and  insert 
in  plaee  thereof  ^^OLtOOOL 

-(h)-  Labile  Law  434?  Eighty-fourth  Congress?  as 
amended?  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Cont-f 
yEFTAL  United  States”  in  section  404  as  follows : 

Under  the  subheading  -'Alaskan  Area” — with  respeet  to 
Wildwood  Station  -(Kenai)-  strike  out  -$409?000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  ^^SoOOtOOOL 

-(ef  Publie  Law  404?  Eighty-fourth  Congress,-  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  -(4)-  of  seet-ion 
§03  the  amounts  13j)3-2-5,277,000”,  --$7  1,984,000”?  and 
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4$5 34,2 5 4;00 0  ■  ■  and  inserting  in  plaee  thereof  —$24Q;220;- 
000^  ■‘■‘$75^74, -000-,  and  ^5497-28-7-000^  respectAe!^ 
SeGt  407t  -fa)-  Publie  Law  908;  Eighty-fourth  Gongress; 
is  amended  under  the  heading  -Inside  -the  -United 
States^  in  section  404  as 


Under  the  snhheading  “technical 


T7  A  n  TT-T- 

1  AvlLl 

ties  -(Ordnance  Gorps-)- — 

-(4)-  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Oepot7  Tvew 
¥ork;  strike  ont  “$88;000--’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
^1367000”t 

-(2)-  with  respect  to  Redstone  Arsenal;  Alabama, 
strike  ont  ^$6-,459^)00^  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
^8^9-3;000-k 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  fagilf- 
tees  -(Quartermaster  Gorps)-^ — 

-(4)-  with  respect  to  Atlanta  General  Depot;  strike 
ont  ££6832;000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  -^$984>000”.- 
-(2)-  with  respect  to  Port  Worth  General  Depot- 
-Tcsas;  strike  ont  “$lj285,000”  and  insert  in  plaee 
thereof  ^£&47847,OOOW 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forges  facilities^ — 
-(4)-  with  respeet  to  Port  Rhss;  Texas;  strike  ont 
“$5;  3  01; 000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  -$8,-29-3yQ00A 
-{2)-  with  respect  to  Port  SiH;  Oklahoma;  strike  ont 
f$4; 47 3,000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$5,798,000”- 
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-(3)-  with  respect  to  Eert  Leavenworth^  Kansasy 
strike  eel  "$1,092,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
^$1,8-73,000L 

-(h)-  Eublie  haw  968-j-  Eighty-fourth  Oengress7  as 
[7  is  amended  hy  striking  out  in  section  -1-0^  "$200^ 
and  inserting  m  plaee  thereof  ^$209^84,  OOO1’ 
-(e)-  -Public  Law  968,  Eighty- fourth  Congress-?  as 
amended?  is  amended  hy  striking  out  in  elause  -( 4j-  ef  sec¬ 
tion  402  the  amounts  “$8%94 @tQQ0^;  ^200 ? 788 , 000 and 
££$82374t>2 ,000^’  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  "$95,01-0,  ■ 
000^  "$208, 334-, 000^  and  "$334,104,000^-  respeetrietyr 

TITLE  II 

SeOt  20E  Lhe  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish 
or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  hy  acquiring?- 
construeting,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  perma¬ 
nent  or  temporary  public  works-?  including  site  preparation 
q  utilitics7  and  equipment  for  the  following 


-Inside  the  United  States- 

SH-IPYA-KD  FACILITIES 

Naval  Engineering  Experiment  Station,  -Annapolis-, - 
Maryland :  Development  and  test  facilities,  $618,000. 

-Naval  Shipyard?  Bremerton,-  Washington :  Dry  dock 
$3h74387000r 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn?  Now  Morkv  Utilities, 
$1,452,000. 
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David  Taylor  Model  Basin;  Cardcrock,  Maryland-; 
Utilities^  $115,000. 

■1ST aval  Shipyard,-  Long  Beaeh;  California :  -Facilities  for 

Uaval  Submarine  Base;  Aew  London;  Connecticut : 
Waterfront  facilities;  $-2,966,000. 

Uaval  Shipyard;  Norfolk,  Virginia  :■  Utilities,  $2^- 
■998,000.- 

Uaval  Shipyard,-  -Portsmouth;  Uew  Hampshire^  Medieal 
facilities;  $3-9-1-,OOOt 

FLEET  BASE  FACIEI-T-IES 

Uaval  Station;  Ley  West;  Florida :  Troop  housing; 
$LT20^00t 

facilities;  $544, 000/ 

Uaval  Station;  Uevvport;  -Rhode  Island  :■  Troop  housing, - 
community  facilities  and  utilities;  $-3,31-2^00r 
Uaval  Base,  1ST orf olL;  Anrginiarr 
$-7-,8O8;OO0t 

FAGIEmES 
Air  Training 

Uaval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chase  Field,-  Tex-as  :■  Opcr  ■ 
ational  facilities;  $566,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,-  Corpus  Christ!;  Texas  :■  Operational 
faculties  -fOptieal  landing  system)-, 
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Aaval  Air  Station  Glynco?  Georgia :  -T?tilitics7  $29  3, ( 
Aaval  Auxiliary  Air  Station?  Kingsville,  Texas-?  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  -(-Optical  landing  system-)-?  $160,000. 

Aavy  Auxiliary  Air  Station?  Meridian?  Mississippi  :■ 
Operational  facilities?  and  maintenance  facilities?  $15,  ■ 
OOAOOOt 

Aaval  Auxliary  Air  Station?  Aew  Iberia-,-  Louisiana-? 
facilities?  and  maintenance  facilities?  $3,653,000. 

■waterfront  facilities,-  and  land  acquisition?  $6?- 

225?000? 

Aavy  Auxiliary  Air  Station?  Saufley  -Field?  Florida  :■ 
Operational  facilities?  -(Taetical  air  navigation  facility)-? 
$30,000? 

-{Fleet  Support  Air  Stations )- 
Aaval  Air  Station?  Alameda?  California-?  Operational 

Aaval  Air  Station?  Brunswick?  Maine-?  Operational 
facilities?  and  land  acquisition?  $1-80,000.- 

Aaval  Air  Station?  Cecil  Field?  -Florida-? 
facilities,-  maintenance  facilities?  and  land 
$7A5-1t0Q0? 

Aaval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field?  Crows  Landing?  Califor¬ 
nia-?  Operational  facilities?  -{-Tactical  air  navigation  facility)  ? 
$-30?000? 
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Aaval  Auxiliary  Air  Slatlony  Edentonj  Aortli  Carolina-: 
donal  facilities,  $19 9, 000? 

Aavnl  Anxiliary  Air  Station7  El  Oentroy  California : 

:f  H  /ijli  i- 1  r\c<  \  c<fjl  >  t  \  11  n  yul  1  O  T1  /'I  n/wi U. miliA -r~i 

1  Cvvylll l/X v> O y  11-Lv/ OOll cU  (111  v  1  1(11111  (lv vj  11  lot  1/ 1 1)  11  j 

$4,374,000. 

Aaval  Auxiliary  AA  Statien7  Fallen  Ae-vada-:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  and  land  aequisAiony  $47l-99,000. 

■M” aval  Seaplane  Facility,  Ha?  rey  Pernt,  Aortli 

and  ntditiesy  $§>328,000? 

■Naval  AA  Station7  Jacksonville,  Florida? 
faeidtiesy  -{PaetAal  aA 

Naval  AA  Stationy  Key  W est, 
facilities,  -{Optical  landing  system)-,- 

Alkies,  maintenance  facilities  and  utifities7  $30,594,000. 

Naval  Anxiliary  AA  Station7  May  port,-  Florida-?  Opera¬ 
tional 


j,  J-,' 


Naval  AA  Station,  Miramar,  California : 
editAs,  $37 104, 000? 

tiesy  and  maintenance  faeilitiesy  $5y497y0OO? 

Naval  AA  Station7  North  Is  And,  San  FiegOy 
Maintenance  faedAAsy  and  snpply  facilities,-  $-7,9Al7000? 
H.  R.  8240 - 2 


fa- 


faeili- 
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Naval  Air  Station  Oceana-,-  Virginia-:  Operational  and 
training-  faeilitics7  maintenance  facilities  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisitienj  $6, 97-5, 000.- 

Naval  Air  Stationy  Quonset  -Feint,-  Fhode  Island  :  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities  -{aircraft  parking  areas-)-  $882^)007 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Fan  Clemente  Island, - 
Californian  Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $9-,- 448700Q-.- 

Naval  Air  Station7  Whidhey  Island,  -Washington-:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities  and  land  acquisition,  $973  657000.- 
-{Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary,  Air  Station7  -Beaufort,  South 

facilitics7  supply  facilities  and  admin- 
dve  facilities,  $2y6-827000-.- 
Marine  Corps  Air  Station-,-  Cherry  FomL  North  Caro¬ 
lina-:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities  supply  faeilities7  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  $675037000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  -Toro7  California :  Opera 
tional  facilities  $34120, 000-.- 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mojave7  California : 
Land  acquisition,  $8728-l,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  -Facility,  New  Fiver,  -North  Carolina :- 
q  and  utilities,  $0-32,-000. 
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(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)- 
Aaval  Air  Development  Center,-  Johnsvillc,  -Pcnnsyl 
vania-:  Operational  facilities7  $-39-,-OOOr 

A-aval  Air  Station-,-  Patuxent  River,  Maryland-:  Opcra- 
tienal  facilities;  $2-7209700Ot 

Aa-val  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mngtt,  Galifom-iarf 
Operational  facilities  -(-including  operational  facilities  on  San 
Nicolas  Pdand)^  $3,4-79,OOOr 

Aaval  Air  Facility,  Pehn  PC  Towers  Field  -{location 
to  be  determined^  Land  ae*phsitien7  $3-;200;000.- 

SEFPP-L-Y— EACIMY-ESS 

-Eleetronies  Supply  Otdeey  Oreat  -LaPesj  Illinois-:  -Admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $92,000.- 

Aaval  Ordnance  Supply  Offiee,  Mechanicsburg7  -Penn¬ 
sylvania  :  Administrative  faeilities;-  $1P57OOOt 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia^  Pennsylvania :  Ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  $550,000r 

maem:  eosrs  faoiliy-i-es 

^  Albany,  Georgia-;  Com- 


Marins  Corps 
mnnity  facilities-,  $440t000t 

Marine  Corps  Supply-  Center,  Parstow,-  California : 
Maintenance  faeilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  lious- 
ingj  and  utilities-; 
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Marine  Corps  Basey  Camp  Lejeune?  North  Gar-olio  a  : 
Operational  and  training  facilities-, ■  troop  bousing,-  and  utd- 

Marino  Corps  Recruit  Popoty  Parris  Island, ■  South  Garo- 
Imar  Training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  faeili- 
tiesy  and  utilities,  $3,199yOOO. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California-:  Opera¬ 
tional  faedhiesy  and  utilities-, ■  $1,-46 9y00Gr 

Marine  Corps  Schools,  Quantieo,  Nirginia-:  Community 
faeili  iiesy  development  and  test  faciliticsy  supply  fa, eddies, 
troop  housings  and  utilities,  $2,-21 3-, 000.- 

Marinc  Corps  -Recruit  Dcpoty  San  PiegOy  California- 
Training  faeihties,  $446-, 000. 

Marino  Corps  Training  Center,-  Twenty-brine  Palms, 
California :  Training  faedhiesy  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  and  community  faeilites,  $2,331,000. 

ORDNANCE-  FACILITIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Pepot,-  -Bangor,  Washington :  -Iftill  - 
tiesy  $316,000. 

Naval  Ordnance  Test  Station,-  China  -Lake,  California : 
Supply  faeilit-iesy  $14-1,000. 

Naval  Q-rdnanec  Laboratory,  Corona,  California :  Re¬ 
search  and  development  faedhiesy  $194,000. 

Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Paingerfield,  Texas : 
Research  and  development,  faedtiesy  $2y649y000.- 
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■Applied  Physics  Laboratory,  Howard  County,  Mary¬ 
land-:  Research  and  denclopment  facilities?  $-l-?452?000. 

Nanai  Magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California :  Maintenance 
facilities?  and  utilities^  $72-8,000. 


tBB¥-IG-E  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 


Naval  Academy, 
foundations?  $1,602,000-. 
Nanai  Reeeining 

■  ,225?000r 


lis?  Maryland : 

*  i/ 


t?  South  Carolina : 


Nanai  Training  Center?  Great  -Lakes?  Illinois  -  Training 
facilities?  and  troop  housing?  $5,598-,000t 

Nanai  Training  Center?  San  Diego?  California--:  Training 
facilities?  and  troop  hoasing?  $5,d75-,000. 

CeMMttNTCA-T-IOy  FACILITIES 
Naval  Communication  Station?  Norfolk?  -Virginia :  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities?  $44-3?000t 

-Nanai  Communication  Station,-  Newport,  Rhode  Islands 


facilities?  $1,397,000. 

Nanai  Communication  Station?  San  Diego? 
facilities,  $100-, 000. 

Nanai  Communication  Center,  Stockton?  California :  Op- 
facilities?  and  land  acquisition?  $460?000r 
Nanai  Radio  Station?  Washington  County,  Maines  Op¬ 
erational  facilities?  and  utilities, 
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0FFI6E  OF  NATAL  REBEAPeH  EACTBITIEB 
Naval  Beseareh  Laboratory-,-  Pfetriet  of  G< 
seareb  and  development  facilities;  SPSOyOOOr 

AND  BOOKS  FACILITIES 


•  T>  n  _ 

'  .  lib 


Naval  Shipyard,-  Brooklyn,  New  York-;  Ntilitiesy  $332-, 
OOOr 

Labile  W oiks  Gentery  Norfolk;  V irgima-T  XJ tilitiesy  $3y- 
244j900t 

Naval  Gonstruetion  Battalion  Gcnter7  Port  Hueneme; 
Galifornia-;  Supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities; 


the  Unite© 


SHIPYARD 


1 7  Pearl  Harbor;  Oahu,  -Territory  of  Ha- 
facilities,-  and  operational  faeilities;  $ 6y- 


Naval 
wain 
OTByOOOr 

Naval  Base;  Subie  Eayy  Lusony  Philippine  PI  an  (Id 
facilities-,-  hospital  facilities;  troop  housing  and 
hty  facilitiesy  and  utilities;  $-3;287,OOQt 
Naval  Statio-ny  Subie  Bay,  -Luzon;  Philippine  Islands-: 
Troop  housing  and  community  faeilities,  supply  faeilitiesy  and 
improvements, 


fleet  base 

■N aval  Station;  -Adah,-  Alaska-:  Hospital  faeilities;  eom¬ 
munity  faeilities;  and  family  housing  $4y 00 5,000.- 
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Gommandcr  in  Chief  Pacific,  Headquarter  Pearl  Har- 
&erj  Oabu7  -Territory  ef  Hawaii- :■  Administration  facilities  and 
utilities-,-  $332,OOOr 

Haval  Station?  Guantanamo  -Bay,-  Guba-r  Utilities?  $4?- 


Uaval  Station?  San  duan?  Puerto  Rico  :  Utilities,  $190?- 


00 Or 


AV-IATION-  FACILITIES 


Haval  Air  Station-,-  A-gana?  Guam?  -Mariana  Islands-:-  Op¬ 
erational  facilities  -(Guided  -missile  support  facilities) ,  $42-8- 


Haval  Station?  Argcntia?  Ganada-f  Pamily  bousing  and 
community  facilities?  $4,793,0007 

Uaval  Air  Station?  -BarbePs  Point?  Oahu?  Territory  of 

(Aircraft  parking 


t?  P-bilippino  fe- 


Haval  Air  Station?  Gubi  Point? 
lands-:  Operational  facilities?  and  land 

Haval  Air  Station?  Guantanamo  Bay?  Gubar  Operational 
facilities?  $5,730,000. 

^ferine  Gorps  Air  Station?  Kaneohe  Bay?  Oahu?  TerrP 
tory  of  Hawaii-7  Operational  facilities7  $249,000? 

Haval  Station?  Kwajaiein?  Marshall  Islands?  Operational 


facilities 


deal  air  navigation  facilities)-?  $69?( 
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■Naval  Station?  Midway  Islands?  Territory  of  Hawaii 
Operational  facilities  -{tactical  air  navigation  facility) , 
$69-, -000? 

Naval  Air  Daeihty?  Naha?  Okinawa-*  Waterfront  facili  - 
ties  at  White  Beach?  $§04,-0007 

Naval  Air  Station?  Roosevelt  Beads?  Duerto  Rico-*  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities?  troop  housing?  utili- 
tics?  and  land  acqnisition?  $15?1 82,000.- 

fiurrw  FA-CIEITIES 

Naval  Station,  Adak?  Alaska-7  Supply  facilities? 
$lj§50?000. 

Naval  Station?  Boam?  Mariana  -Islands Community 

1-Q  mil £i  ad  j^Q  Q4  OOP 

A  itvlll  1 1  L  »j ^  O  O  JL  ^  v/  • 

Naval  Supply  Depot?  Suhie  Day? 

Islands-*  Supply  facilities?  and  utilities?  $2?t 

OUDNA-NCE  FACIEI  TIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu?  Territory  of  Hawaii-? 
Maintenance  facilities?  utilities?  and  land  acquisition? 
$904,000. 


COMM C-NIC AT-I-eN  FAetEI-TEBS 
Naval  Communication  Station?  Adak?  Alaska:  -T-roop 
housing?  $4,053?0067 

N aval  Station?  Argcntkq  Canada-*  Operational  facilities? 
and  troop  housing,-  $898,000? 
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-Naval  Communication  Station?  Ernegayan?  Guam,  Mari¬ 
ana  Islands-:  Troop  housing,  $594?000r 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,-  Istanbul?  Turkey :  Op¬ 
erational  facilities?  and  troop  housing,  $1-30,0007 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Sakata?  Japan-:  Opera 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  southern:  Japan :  Op¬ 
erational  facilities?  housing?  anJ  utilities  an4  ground  hn- 
provcmontB,  $726,000.- 

Naval  -Radio  Station?  Wahiawn,  Oahu?  Territory  of 
Hawaii :  Operation  facilities?  $1-, ■3-92, 000. 

¥£K-BS  A^fB  BOOKS  FACILITIES 
-Puhlie  Works  Center?  Guantanamo  Bay?  Cuba-:  Utilities? 
$1?093,009t 

Public  Works  Center?  Suhie  Bay?  Luzon?  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands-  Maintenance  facilities?  $39J?000. 

Seo-.-  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  con¬ 
structing?  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent 
or  temporary  public  -works,  including  land  acquisition?  site 
preparation,  appurtenances?  utilities?  and  equipment  in  the 
total  amount  of  $65,09 1-000;- 

Seo.-  203t  -(af  Puhlie  Law  5J4?  Eighty -second  Con- 
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gross,  as  amendedy  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Con- 
tinental  United  States21  in  section  2047  as  fellowsf 
Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  E-A-eii-i- 
ties”,  with  rcspcet  to  '‘Various  locations--,-  strike  out  “$4y- 
500;000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$5,460, 000”. 

-(h)-  Public  Paw  034y  Eighty-second  Gongressy  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202y  “$86— 
397,009^  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  -  $  Q-chP^OOQ- t 
-(e)-  Public  Paw  5-34-y  Eighty-second  Gongressy  as 
amendedy  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  -(2)-  of 
section  402  the  amounts  “$138,18-3y000”,  1£$86y30?y- 
000-,  and  “$256,-875;000”  and  inserting  respectively  in 
plaee  thereof  $439, 443-, 000”,  ^OhydSOyOOO^  and 

P$266y927,000”. 


8e€t  20P  -(a)-  Public  Paw  034-y  Eighty-third  Gongressy 
as  amendedy  is  amended  under  the  heading  ^PhlNTiNE-NTAE 
United  S-tates”  in  section  204  as  fohowsr 

Under  the  subheading  -“aviation  facilities”  with 
respect  to  the  Envoi  Auxiliary  Air  Station;  El  Gentroy  Gah- 
fomiay  strike  out  -^$2-25,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
^-369,000”;  with  respect  to  the  Marine  Gorps  Air  Stationy 
El  Poroy  Galifornia,-  strike  out  ^$4;675,000”  and  insert  in 
plaee  thereof  £i$2;030,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Ea-val 
Air  Stationy  Glen  viewy  Blinoisy  strike  out  i‘f7-0y000”  and 


insert  in  plaee  thereof  A$470,000”. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


27 


-ffef  Public  Eaw  h34y  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amendedy  is  am  ended  hy  striking  only  in  section  202-,-  -$63— 
3t>8y000”  and  inserting  in  plaee  thereof  “$70,656,000”. 

-(a)-  Public  Eaw  h34y  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amendedy  is  amended  fey  striking  ent  in  eianso  -f2}-  ef  section 
£02  the  amounts  ^$102y950yOQO-y  A$6-3t3 58,000”,-  ^2-02--- 
8Q7--,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof  t£$103,  ■ 
hhhyOOG^y  ^$-70y6h0y00Q^y  and  “$210-,704y000”, 

BeOt  205t  -(a)-  Public  Eaw  46-ty  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amendedy  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  seetion  20-1  as  follows^ 

with  respeet  to  the  Eaval  Bcpair  E acilit-yj  Ban  Diego?  CaiE 
fomia,-  strike  out  ‘£$62-9,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
^-1,099,000—.- 

-(2)-  -Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  FAeiLiTiES^y 
with  respect  to  the  E-aval  Btationy  Orangey  -Texas,  strike  out 
^i$399y000  -  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$563y000A 

-(d)-  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  eaoilities 
-(Eaval  Air  Training  Stations-)-^,  with  respect  to  the  Eaval 
Auxiliary  Air  Btationy  Eingsvillcy  Texas,-  strike  out  A$3,686-,- 
000-  and  insert  in  place  thereof  -$4y2-92yQ09iLy  and  with 
respeet  to  the  Eaval  -Auxiliary  Air  Btationy  Eew  Eberiay 
Louisianay  strike  out  -$24,36  lyOOCl-  and  insert  in  plaee 
thereof  “$26y87-l-,OOOA 
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-f4f  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  -facimtieb 
-(-Meet  Support  Air  Stations)  with  rospeet  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station?  -Alameda,  California?  strike  out  T$3,729?000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,21-7-?000 with  respeet  to 
tho  Naval  Air  Station?  Moffett  Meld,  California?  strike  out 
“$2,581?000”  and  insert  in  pl-aee  thereof  “$4,355?000” ; 
and  with  respeet  to  the  Outlying  Meld?  Wliitchousc  Meld, 
Buval  County?  Florida?  strike  out  “$4?08^,000”  and  insert 
in  plaee  thereof  “$1,587,000”. 

-(§)-  Under  the  subheading  ‘-aviation  -fachutieb 
-(Speeial  Purpose  Air  Stations)  ”,  with  respeet  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station?  Lakchurst?  Mew  Jersey,  strike  out  £i$16-,311, 
000’-  and  insert  in  piaee  thereof  “$47?911?444A — 

-ffff  Under  the  subheading  “ordnanob  eaeirities— ? 


Tin  f lv  vAojiAnt  £a  ilin  "IV" o  yo  1 

uTTit  1.  v  up  v  Ur  tty  1 1 11  cl  V  cl  I 


■Daingerficld,  Texas?  strike  out  “$1,11-1-, 000-  and  insert  in 
plaee  thereof  “$1?751,000117  and  with  respeet  to  the  Naval 
Ordnance  Test  Station?  Inyokern,  California?  strike  out 
-■$375,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  — $475?000”.- 

-(F)-  Under  the  subheading  “berv-ice  bohooe  EAenu- 
ties—  with  respeet  to  the  Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian 
Bead,  Maryland,  strike  out  ££$-7-80?000-'  and  insert  in  plaee 
thereof  ^$87ff?000”. 

■fhf  Public  -Law  4-04?  Uighty- fourth  Congress?  as 
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amendcdy  is  amended  under  Ike  heading  "Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  United  Spates”  in  section  204  as  follows : 

-(4-)-  Under  Ike  subheading  -'aviation  facilities” 
with  respeet  to  the  Uaval  Stationy  Ewajclcin,  Marshali 
Islands, ■  strike  out  "$474 44,000”  and  insert-  in  plaee  thereof 
'^byOkOyOOO-.' 

-(2)-  Under  the  subheading  ' 'communication  eacili 
ties”,  with  respect  te  the  Uaval  Communication  Facility, 
-Port  Fyautcyy  French  Moroccoy  strike  out  '-'$2yS48-,-600-:  and 
insert  in  phtee  thereof  ^$3,4-98,600”. 

-(e)-  Ptthke  Faw  1-61,  -Eighty  fourth  Congress,  as 
amendedy  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202  “■$151-, 
342,100”  and  inserting  in  phtee  thereof  '-'$1-52,7 63y400U 
-(d)-  Public  Faw  464y  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amendedy  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  ektuse  -(2)-  of  see- 
tien  502  the  amounts  -'$299,5123600”,  ^$4-07,494,300^ 
''$151,312,100”,  and  "$564,040y300^  and  inserting  re¬ 
spectively  in  plaeo  thereof  ££$308yl60,600”,  "$408j§05y 
000^7  "$152,763,400”,  and  ^WbyOQOyOOOF 

8eCt  206t  -(a)-  Publie  Faw  968,'  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  Mns-i-d-b  t he  -United 
States”  in  section  201-,-  as  follows: 

-(4)-  Under  the  subheading  "shipyard  facilities11 
with  respeet  to  the  Faval  Skipyardy  Cliarlcstoiiy  South  Caro- 
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lina?  strike  out  “$118,000”  and  insert  in  place  tlie-reol 
“$191?000”;  and  with  respect  te  the  Aaeal  Shipyard,-  Long 
Beach?  California,-  strike  eat  fi$5;084?000”  artd  insert  in 
plaee  thereof  “$8,169?000”. 

Under  the  snhhcading  Asleet  ease-  facilities”-, 
with  respect  te  the  Aarul  Station?  Beng  Beach,-  Cahfernia? 
strike  ent  “$2, -2 56,000^  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  -Aj|>2— 
6 2-3-, -000”  ;■  and  with  respect  te  the  Aaval  Station?  Aerfelk? 
■Virginia,-  strike  ent  “$2,844,000^  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
^$3?34O?QO0A 

-f3f  Under  the  snhhcading  “aviation  facilities 
■-(-Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)  ”-,■  with  respect  te  the  Aaval 
Air  Statieny  Miramar,  Cahfernia?  strike  ent  ^$8?835?000^ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  -$14,040,000”. 

-f4f  -Under  the  subheading  -aviation  facilities 
-(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)  ”?  with  respect  te  the  Aaval 
Air  Missile  Best  Center,  Point  Mugu?  California?  strike  out 
-t$4, 082,000^  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘3$A010?OOOA 
-fb}-  Under  the  subheading  “SEitvies  scleool  facili¬ 
ties-  with  respect  te  the  Aural  Academy,  Annapolis,  Mary  - 
land?  strike  out  iif-77469?009^  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
“$FO,949?OOOA 

-(d)-  Under  the  subheading  -communications  facil¬ 
ities”,  with  respeet  te  the  Aural  Communication  Station? 
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San  Eraneiseo?  California,  strike  eut  “$2?Q29?000-”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  plaee  thereof  “$3,779,OQOA 

fhf  Under  the  subheading  “yards  akb  docks  faciei  ■ 
ties’--,-  with  -rcspcet  te  the  Public  Weeks  Center?  Eorfolk,- 
A-irginia?  strike  out  “$143,000-  and  insert  in  place  thereef 
^OOO^OOOW 

fbf  Pubhe  haw  668?  Eighty  dearth  Congress,  is 

amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United  States” 
hr  section  264?  as  febewsu 

-(If  Under  the  subheading  “aviatiok  facilities-? 
with  respect  te  the  Aaval  Air  Station?  Atsngi,-  Japan?  strike 
eut  “$-1,96 1,000^-  and  insert  in  place  thereef  “$2, 3 3  7-, -000”:- 
-{ef  Pubhe  haw  968?  Eighty-feurth  Congress?  is 

amended  by  striking  eut  in  section  200?  “$84,043, 000’-  and 
inserting  in  plaee  thereof  “$85?9 39,0000 

fdf  Public  haw  908?  Eighty  fourth  Congress?  is 

amended  by  striking  eut  in  clause  -{Of  ef  section  402  the 
amounts  “$292,572?000^?  ^$64?625,00QO  ^$84-,043?006O 
and  “$438,240,000”  and  inserting  -respectively  in  plaee 
thereef  “$303?453?000”,-  ^$62004,0-000  “$8b?080?0000 
and  “$404?363?0000 

-ThThE  H4 

Sect  OOh  hhe  Secretary  ef  the  Air  Eorec  may  estab¬ 
lish  er  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  aeepnr- 
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mg;  construe  ting,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara 
tioftj  appurtenances,  utdities;  and  equipment,  for  the  fodow- 
ing  projector 

Inside  the  FAtr-BD  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Duluth:  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,-  troop  housing, 

$4;499,000r 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Foree  Base,  -Winooski;  -V ermonte  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities;  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $594;000r 

ties;  hospital  and  medical  facilities;  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition;  $098-3,000. 

tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities;  supply 
faeiliticsy  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing;  family 
housing,  community  faeddics;  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements;  $-2;048,000. 

Brand  -Forks  Air  Force  Base,-  Brand  F orks,  Forth 

and  training  facilities,  maintenance  fa- 
hties;  supply  faoditics,-  administrative  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $4,466,000. 
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Grandview  Air  Force  Basey  Kansas  City,  Missouri : 
Operational  and  training  facilities;  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  administrative  facditiesy  eeminunity  faeili— 
tiesy  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2-,-184,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Basey  Ban  -Rafael,  California : 
Opcratonal  and  training  faeiliticsy  troop  dousing,  and  utilities 
and  ground  imp-roven-ientsy  $644,000. 

-Kinross  Air  Force  Basey  Baud  Bainte  M-ariey  Michigan : 
Family  housing,-  community  facditiesy  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvemcntsy  $42-9,OOOt 


K,  K  Ba-wycr 
Operational  and 
community  facilrtiesy  and 
$905,000, 

Klamath  Falls 


Airport,  -Marquettcy  Michigan : 
y  maintenance  faeihtics,- 
and  ground  improvemcntsy 


gon : 


Airport,  -Klamath  -Falls,-  Ore- 
faediticsy  supply  facditiesy  troop  housing; 
community  facditiesy  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,299,-000, 

MeChord  Air  -Force  Basey  Tacomay  Washington :  Operar- 
tienal  and  training  facilities;  supply  facditiesy  and  utdities  and 
ground-  improvementsy  $2,103-, 000. 

McGhce-Tyson  -Airport,-  Knoxville,  Tennessee-  Supply 
faeddies  and  community  facditiesy  $289,000. 

Minot  Air  Force  Basey  Minot,  Forth  Fakotau  Operar- 
H.  R.  8240 - 3 
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tional  and  -training  faeditiesy  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities;  hospital  and  medical  facili 
ties;  community  faedities;  and  utditic3  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $6-, 804, 000. 

Niagara  Eads  Municipal  Airport;  Niagara  Eabsy  Kew 
Mork :  Supply  faeidties,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  impreyements,-  $074; 000-.- 

Otis  Ad  Eoree  -Base;  Ealmoutby  Massachusetts-?  Troop 
dousing,  famdy  bousing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2;074,-000. 

Oxnard  Ad  Eercc  Base;  Oamardloy  Galifornfar?  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,-  supply  facilities,  administrative  faedhiesy 
troop  dousing  community  facilities;  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2-,-08d7000.- 

■Peterson  Eieldy  Gderade  Sprmgsj  Golorado-?  Band  ac¬ 
quisition,  $136,000? 

Portland  International  Airport;  Portland,-  Oregon-? 
Operational  and  training  faeidties;  maintenance  facilities; 
supply  faeditics,  and  utdities  and  ground  improvements; 
$4, 328-, 000. 

Presque  Isle  Ad  Eorce  Base;  Presque  Isle;  Maine-? 

Pieli arc!  Pong  Ad  Eorce  Paso,  Kansas  villc,-  Wisconsin-? 
Operational  and  training  faeidties,  supply  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $7y804T000.- 
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Air  Perce  -Ease,-  Mount  Clemens,-  Michigan-? 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housngi^  community  faeilitics,  and 
utilities  and  ground  impretvemet^  $2,898>-000.- 

Sinus  City  Municipal  Airperp  Sinus  City,  Iowa  :-  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities  and  supply  faeilities7  $2487000t 
Stewart  Air  -Perce  Base7  Mewburgh,-  Mew  Morin  Supply 
facilities  c o m lTinrii ty  facilities  utilities  and  ground  improve 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvement,  $2,149,000t 

Suffolk  County  Air  Perce  Base7  Westhampton  Beach, 
Mew  Morin  Supply  faeilities7  community  faedfties7  utilities 
and  grotmd  improvemcnts7  and  land  acquisition,  $-1,1-44-000. 

utilities  and  grotmd  improvements,  land  acquisition^  and  real 
estate  improvcmc-ntsj  $l7ld87000r 

Pyndad  Air  Poree  Base7  Panama  Cityy  Florida  :■  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  faerlitiesy  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,-  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements^-  $-3t1-86,000t 
Wnrtsmith  Air  Poree  Base7  Qseoda7  Michigan-?  Opera  - 
tional  and  training  facil-itiesT  maintenance  facilities,  supply 

and 


facilities,-  troop 
and  ground  i 


k  $279097000v 
Airport, 

fey  faeditics7  and  utilities  and 
$358,0007 
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facilities, 
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maintenance  feedities7  supply  facilities;  administrative  faeili  ■ 
ties7  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housng,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements^-  and  hmd  aequi- 
sition,  $'l  8, 1 7 SjOQOt 


AlU  MA-T-Eftl-En  COMMAND 


Air  Force  Base; 


e  Froop 


Orddss  Aar  -F-orce  -Base7  Bnme7  Sevr  ¥orhr  Operational 

vefapmenp  and  test  faeilities7  supply  facilities,  administrative 
faolities,  troop  housing;  utilities  and  ground  improvements,- 
and  land  acquisition,- 

Sid  Air  Force  Base7  Ogden,  Stairs  Operational  and 
training  facilities,-  and  troop  housing;  $1791170007 

-Kelly  Arr  Force  -Basc7  San  Antonio7  Fenass  Mainte- 
tenanee  facilities;  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$899;000.- 

-Marictta  Air  Force  Station  Marietta, 

Stddies  and  ground  improv-ements,  $2;498;00(): 

Air  Force  Base7  & 
and  training  facilities;-  maintenance 
troop  housing,  community  faedities,-  utilities  and  ground 
q  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve 


ments7  $h,-13-37000. 
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Olmsted  Air  Force  Bane,  Biddfot<-ovnT  ■p  01:HlSyl  V  0.T  HBtt 
Maintenance  facilities;  and  troop  housing;  $4,67^0007 

Bohins  Air  -F orcc  Base;  Macon;  Georgia-?  Operational 
and  training  facilities;  iMwI-eRawe  facilities;  sop ply  facilities 
troop  housing;  community  faeditics,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  aesoisitics  $20, £01^066- 

Air  Force  Station;  Bapid  Oity;  rmoth  Dakota-? 
facilities  $td  , 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  Oity; 

Operational  and-  training  facilities  supply  facilities-,-  treep 
1  lousing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements-,  $2^17-4,000. 

Wright  Bat-lemon  Air  Force  Bass  Day-ten;  Okies 
Operational  and  training  facilities  research;  development, 
and  test  facilities  supply  facilities  eennnunity  facilities; 
utilities  and  ground  improvements  and  land 
$2;07-7-,000.- 


AFR-  PBO¥FNfit 


COMMAND 


Fglin  Air  Force  Bass  Valparaiso,  Florida-?  Besearek 
development  and  test  facilities  troop  housings  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements  and  land 
acquisition,-  $6,7847000.- 

urn  nEBEAncn-  development  command 
Edwards  Air  Force  Bass  Muros  Oafifemiar?  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  research;  development;  and  test 
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y  Levadas 


irn_ 
1 1  rr 


facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 

Air  Boree  Basey 

Operational  and  training  faeibtiesy 
and  teat  faciliticsy  troop  bousingy 
and  ground  imprevementsy 
Indian  Springs  Air  Boree  Base? 
bty  faeibtiesy  $2067000. 

Air  Boree  Baser  Albuquerqucy  Aew  Misieos 
Supply  faeilitiesy  troop  bousing,  community  faeibtiesy  and 
utilities  and  ground  imprevementsy  $2y223y000. 

Baurencc  Ob  Banseom  Held,  Bedfordy  Massaebusettss 
and  training  faeibtiesy  maintenance  faeibtiesy 
ety  and  test  faeibtiesy  supply  faeilitiesy 
Ty  utilities  and  ground  improyementsy  and 
land  aequisitiony  $4y029>000. 

■Patrick  Air  Boree  Basey  Ooeoa,  Bforidac  Operational 
and  training  faeilitiesy  researeby  deyelepmenty  and  test  faeib¬ 
tiesy  troop  bousingy  eonnnunity  faeibtiesy  utbities  and  ground 

AHfc  ^BAINING-  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Boree  Base-,-  Amarbloy  Besass  Operational 
and  training  faeibtiesy  maintenance  faeibtiesy  supply  facili 


faeibtiesy  utilities  and 


and  land  aequisitiony  $4y785,000. 
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Craig  Air  Eoree  BaseT  Selma, 
anA  Naming  facilities,  anA  lamA  acquisition,  $2,193,000. 

GooAfcAuw  Am  -Eorec  Basey  Sam  Angelo,  Texas :  Opera¬ 
tional  anA  training  faeiAtiesy  anA  community  facilities, 


Am  Eeree  Base7  Harlingen,  Texas :  Com- 
rniunAy  faeiAtiesy  anA  -lanA  acquisition^  $42-4, -000t 

Tr  /  >  V*  1  OV  \  7  V  flVyi»X*/"v  Tx  o  ->£\  XtJ  /  >  V  1  cj  tTj  l  O  C<  1  WIV  1  •  Ay^OVO  tlATl  n  1 

A  V  LUuivI  X  111  Tviut'  JJllu  A  ly  jjXIoolibol  IJ  Ml  •  v/  ly  0 1  cl  LI  U 11 1 11 

and  training  facilities,  troop  kortsingy  anA  eommumAy  faeiA¬ 
tiesy  $2,209y000r 

Buke  Air  Eoree  Base7  AAocnix-,  ArAena-  Maintenance 
facilities,-  supply  faeilitiesy  community  facAAiesy  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,-  and  land  acquisition  $2,410y000r 

tional  anA  training  faeiAtiesy  maintenance  facAAies-,-  supply 
nnistcativc  faeiAtiesy  troop  kousingy  anA  lamA 
,-249yOOOv 


Am  Eoree  Base7  WiekAay  -Kansas-?  Troop 
faeiAtiesy  utAAies  anA  grounA  improve- 
ments,  anA  real  estate  improvements,-  $763,000v 

MooAy  Am  Eoree  Base,  Aaklostay  Georgian  Operational 
anA  training  faeiAtiesy  maintenance  faeAAiesy  supply  faeik- 
tiesy  anA  community  facAAiesy  $9A8y000r 

AeAis  Am  Eoree  Basey  Bas  Aegasy  Hcvada:  Community 
facAitiesy  $436,0007 
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■Perrin  Air  -Foree  Basey  Sherman,  Texas-?  Operational 
and  training  facilities,-  and  land  aequisitieny  $460,000.- 
Randolph  Air  Force  -Base-,-  San  An  tonka  Texas-?  Opera 
tinnai  and  training  faeditiesy  supply  faeilitiesy  and 
and  ground  Improvementsy  $£y858y00Q.- 

Reese  Air  -Feme  Basey  Lubbock,  Texas-? 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,-  and  land  aequisitiony 


Scott  Air  Force  -Base,  Belle-vdle,  Illinois?  Utilities  and 
ground  improvementsy  bmd  aeq-uis-itieny  and  real  estate 
artsy  $653 >000. 

xl  Air  Force  Basey  Wichita  Falls,  Texas-?  Opera 
tional  and  training  faeilitiesy  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  real  estate  improvementsy 
$4AOOtOOOt 

Stead  Aar  Force  Basey  -BenoT  Nevada  ?  Troop  bousing;; 

Fanco  Air  Force  Base-,  Enid-,  Oklahoma-?  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  aequistioiq 
y977y000. 


Webb  Air  Foree  Basey  Big  Spring,  Texas-?  Operational 
and  training  faeilitiesy  maintenance  faeilitiesy  supply  faeilitiesy 
community  faedtiesy  and  utditiesy  and  ground  b 


Williams  Air  Foree  Basey  Obandlery  Arizona?  Mainte- 
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Ranee 
$86-5yOOO. 


nty  faeiliticsy  and  land  acquisition, 


■AfB 


Masweh  Air  Force  Basey  Montgomery,  Alabaman  Land 
acquisition,  $50y000. 

C0N¥I-NEn¥AE  Affi  COMMAND 

Brooks  Aw  Force  Baste  San  Antonioy  T-evas  :  Medical 
facilities-,  $9-52, 000. 

•Bobbins  Aw  Force  Basey  Marietta?  Georgia;  Opera 
t-ionaf  and  training  faeihtiesy  and  family  housing,-  $1-39,000. 

Mitehel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  Hew  Aork-;  Ftili 
ties  and  ground  improvementsy  and  land  acquisition, 
$33-7-, 000. 

AJW  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 
chart  and  information  center,-  Sh  Louis, 
Missotwie  Ltdities  and  ground  improvements.  $620,000t 

Andrews  Air  Force  Basey  Gamp  Springs?  Maryland-; 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $920,000. 

Charleston  Air  Foree  Base,  Charles  tony  South  Caro¬ 
lina-;  Supply  facihtiesy  and  utilities  and  ground  improve  ■ 
ments,  $2,-24By000. 

©over  Air  Forec  Basey  ©every  Delaware :  Operational 
and  training  faeddiesy  troop  housing,-  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvementsy  $2,089,000. 


McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown ,  Mew  Jersey  ; 
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fn  pJ]  j"i  AO- 
Iclv^XT  LbiUo  j 


and 


and  land 


pi  1 1  1 

A  civil  L 11  v  o  y 

fo  pi  1 1  fipq 
llitlllTtrcSj  y 

rr 


firPE-ATEGTG  tVEB  GO* 

Adas  Air  Eoree  Bas^  Altus7 
and  training  laeddies7  maintenanee 
faeilitiesj  $848,-000. 

Air  Eoree  Base7  § 
and  training  faedities7 
supply  facilitiesy  troop  housing7  and 
$37344766Qt 

Beale  Air  Eoree  Base7 

tienal  and  training  faeditinsj  maintenanee  iaeditiesj 
faeilitiasj  hospital  and  medieal  faedities7  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $9,-680,000. 

Borgstrom  Air  Eoree  Base7  Ah  stop  Texas :  Operational 
and  training  laediOesy  maintenanee  faedities7  and  supply 
$4t487,000. 

Air  Eoree  Base7  El  Basoj  -Texas : 
and  training  faed-itiesy  supply  faeilitiesj  and  troop 

$&&&h000. 

Blytliovillc  Air  Eoree  Base7  Blytdcvillc,  Arkansas-? 
Operational  and  training  faeddies7  maintenance  feedities7 
supply  faeddies7  troop  housings  eonnuundy  faeilities7  and 
land  acquisition  $40510,000? 

Bunker  Bid  Air  -E orce  Basc7  Bertg  -Indiana-: 
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fo  pi]  l  f  i  pn 
XU  111  11  Il'hj 

facilities, 


tional  and  training 

i~ry  ml  r*  C*  O  (H  rYl  IT  >1  ofya  fi  VTA 

itiuiii HvOj  timiiii iio ti  itti  v  v" 

land  acquisition  $9758  47000t 

Qarswell  Air  Force  Base7  Fort  Worth,  Fesass  Opera 
tional  and  training  faedities7  supply  facilities,-  troop 
land  aefprlsrtkah-  and  real  estate  impro¥ernents7 

facility  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements-,  land  acquisition  and  real  estate  hnpreve- 
tsj  $27976,000. 

Olinton-Bhcrman  Air  Force  Base7  Obnton,  Ofdahoma-r 

nnrl  tvn  niiii  ry  foijilltlOC1  oil  TIT^I  Tr  O  i  *  1 1  1  i  1  P  O  n  TI  fl  A  Til 

trrxtt  trLctroirlt^  xtxv  1  i L LltJoj  y  t Mv'xj it itr Sy  ttlttx  tStJlTi 

munity  faeilities,  ffilaofbOQO.' 

Air  Force 
and  training 
faeilities,  administrative 
utilities  and  ground  impro¥emcnts7 

OavisAJAnthan  Air  Foree  Base7  -rIAeson7  Arizona^  Main- 
tonanee  facilities7  supply  faeilities7  troop  housing, 
facilities  and  land  aequisition,  $2,411-OQOt 
Fovr  Air  Force  Base,'  Bangor,  Blaines 
training  faeilities7  maintcnanee  fneibties7  supply  faedities7 
eoinm unity  facilities7  utilities  and  ground  improvomcnts7  and 
land  acquisition  S-MASOdFKb 
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■Byess  Air  Ferae  Basey  Abilene,  Texas-:  Conununity 
dlitiesy  $100,000-, 

Air  F orae  Base?  Bapid  Okyy  Seoth  Dakota : 
and  training  faeihtiesy  supply  facilities,  and  com- 

Air  Ferae  Base,  Spokane,  Washington-:-  Op- 
and  training  facilities,  ,180,000. 

Air  Ferae  Base,-  Topeka,  Kansasr  Operational 
and  training  faeilitiesy  and  supply  faeilitiesy  $-3-y3-5-7y000r 
Gray  A4r  Ferae  Basey  Bdleen,  Texas-:  Community  facili- 

jjpq  &‘>4  OQA 

Air  Force  Basey 


d  and 


TZttrTTttTtXjJ 


7  mp- 


ply  facilities,  and  land  aequisitieny  $-t9y389y000r 

Bemestead  Air  Ferae  Basey  Bemestcad,  Floridan  Main¬ 
tenance  faeilitiesy  $»89,OOOt 

Banter  Air  Ferae  Base,  Savamadp  Georgian  Troop 
heasing  and  community  facilities,  $994,000.- 

Fake  Charles  Air  Ferae  Basey  Fake  Charlcsy  Frauisianan 

Farson  Air  Ferae  Basey  Moses  Fakey  Washington : 
Operatrenal  and  training  faeilitiesy  supply  facilities,  and  com 
manity  faeilitiesy  $43y-lF2yOOO. 

Fanghlin  Air  Frame  Basey  -Del  Bioy  Texas :  Operational 
and  training  faeilitiesy  vf250,000. 
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Lincoln  Air  Force  Bascg  Fmeebp  Nebraska-;  Band 
acquisition  $3-77OQQ. 

Bock  bourne  Air  Force  Bass  Golundms  Okies  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities  and 
ami  ground  improvements  f^OhhGCOOr 

Bering  Air  Force  Base,  Linicstons  Maine-; 
ami  training  facilities  mainteiumee  facilities  supply  facili¬ 
ties  ami  utilities  and  grennd  improvement^  $Ail-2-2-,000-. — 
Mac©41  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,-  Florida-;  Operational 
ami  training  facilities,  snpply  facilities  an4  ntilitles  ami 
ground  improvements  $-946-4)00. 

M-almst-rom  Air  Force  Bass  Or  cat  Falls  Montanas 
Operational  an4  training  facilities  supply  faeilitiesj  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements  $3,-5-1-87000t 

Mareh  Air  Force  Base,  -Bivcrside7  California-;  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  fac4ities7  and  troop  bousing,-  $2T34-7700A 

Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Boms 
g  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements  $2-702-27000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base-,  Omaha,  A ebraskar  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities  supply  facili¬ 
ties  troop  kousing7  community  facilities  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition^  $7768-l-000. 


Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Bass  Plattsburgli,-  New  York: 
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Bupply  facilities-,  an4  utilities  an4  greun4 
$23-1-000,- 

Portsmoutli  Air  Force  -Base, 
shirer  Stiffly  facilities  eomnan 
groinnl  impreycmcntsy  an4  lan4 
Schilling  Air  Fo-ree  -Base 
an4  training  facilities,  supply 
utilities  an4 


Ip  New  Hamp- 
r  facilitiesj  utilities  an4 
isitierp  $2T344-y0007 
7  Kansas-:-  Operational 
facilities,' 

7  an4  lard 


$3-, -89-2-, 000.- 
Travis  Air 
tional  an4 
faeilitics7 


■Base,  -Fairfield-, 

f  o  PI  1 1 P  l  Ae 

facilities?  an4  utilities  an4  greue4  im- 
provcmcntS7  $3,52-8,000.- 

-Turner  Air  -Foi-ee  -Base,-  Alban y7  Georgia :  Operational 
an4  training  faedtiep  maintenance  faeibties7  supply  faeih- 
ties7  an4  lan4  acquisition,-  $8762870007 

Walker  Air  Force  Base7  -Boswell,-  New  Mesieo-:  Ope-ra- 
tienal  an4  training  facilities,-  maintenance  facilities-,-  supply 
facilities,'  a4ministrativc  facilities,  troop 
facilities,'  an4  utilities  an4  groun4  improvements, 

Westovcr  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls, 


setts-:  Operational  an4 
nuuiity  facilitics7  an4 
$1t9013-000. 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base, 


t  «il  i  hi  f  t*/  > r\ tv 

ti utiTT 


*7  eem- 


an4  groun4  improvements? 


P  Missouri-:  Opcr 
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atienal  and  training 
S2-3£y00& 


is?  and 


j'fl/'tl  1  1  f  1 


AIK  COMMAND 


Clovis  Air  Forec  Basey  de-vis,-  Ae-w  Mevieo-? 
nanco  facilities,  administrative  facilities^  troop  housingy  eom 
enmity  facilities,  utditiesy  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $2yldBy0007 

Donaldson  Air  Forec  Base,-  Grcencvillo,  South  Carolinar? 
Operational  and  training  faeilitios,  troop  housing  and  com¬ 
munity  faci-htlesy  $4y-28A0CC- 

-England  Air  Eorec  Basey  Alcxandriay  Louisiana-?  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities  and  land  acquisition,-  $4y- 
£58y(m 

Air  Eorce  Basey  Victoriay  Texas-?  Community 
3y  utilities  and  ground  imp-rovements,-  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,-  $760-,-Q007 

George  Air  -Eoree  -Basey  VietorviHey  California-?  Supply 
faeihtiesy  and  community  fa-ellit-lesy  $2y478j000.- 

■Langley  Air  -Force  -Base,  Eampt-on,-  -Virginia-?  Supply 
faeihtiesy  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $4y2t>-5y000: 

Myrtle  Bcaeh  Air  -Force  Base,  Myrtle  Beachy  South 


Carolina-?  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,-  land  acquisition^  and  real  estate  improvementsy 
$1,201, 00<L 
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Sewa-rt  Air  Force  Base?  Smyrna-, 
facilities,  $745j000t 

Carolina-:  Operational  ami  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities?  supply  facilities?  administrative  facilities,-  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  aequi 
sdion,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $11-, -558, 000. 

Shaw  Air  -Force  Base,  Sumter?  South  Carolina-:  Freop 
housing,  and  community  facilities?  $1-?184?000-. 

-Wcndover  Air  Force  Base?  Aendover?  Ftahs  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities?  and  family  housing?  $2,035,000t 


SPECIAL  FA-OIEI-T-IE 


tr 


and  training 


$229,000. 


ATRCBAET  CONTROL  AND 


u  i-  u  1  IjJI 


and 


maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties?  hospital  and  medical  facilities?  troop  housing,  family 
housing?  community  facilities?  utilities  and  ground  improve 
ments,  and  land  acquisition, 


Outside  the  Fnited  States 

ALASKAN  ATE  COMMAND 

Ficlson  Air  Force  Base-:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties?  $4-3 0,000. 

Flmendorf  Air  Forec  Base :  Operational  and  training 
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facilities,  maintenance  facilities  and  community  facilities, 
$1, 7-4-2, OOOt 

Galena  -Airfield-:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$£50,000, 

Eadd  Air  -Force  Base-?  Community  facilities,  $13630,000. 

-Various  locations-:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities-,-  administrative  facili¬ 
ties  hospital  and  medical  facilities^  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,-  utilities  and  ground  improvements  and  land  acquisi  ■ 
tinny  $11, ■  5OO3OOO. 

Atft  MATEEIEL  GOM-MA-yD 


ond 

ttxxtt 


faeilitios,- 


and  community  facilities,  $ly366,000. 


CARIBBEAN  AEft  COMMAND 

Howard  Air  Force  Base,-  Canal  Zone :  Operational  and 
training  facilities  $1,400,000. 

EAR  EASE  AIR  FOECES 

Hickam  Air  -Force  Base,  -Honolulu-,-  Hawaii-?  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties  $2j642,000, 

■Various  locations-:  Operational  and  training  facilities, - 
maintenance  facilities  supply  facilities  troop  housing,  com 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$12,7383000, 


H.  E.  8240 - 4 
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1  MILITARY  A5B  TBANBPOBE 

2  Various  locations-:  Operational  and  training 

3  supply  faeibtiesy  troop  bousing,-  community  faeibtiesy  and 

4  utilities  and  ground  improvements?  $15,006,000.- 


5 


f  .  >  /  tJ-j  jjl/ti' 
icium  iiL/Oj 


9 

10 

11 

12 


BTRA-TEG-IO  AIB 

6  Anderson  Air  Foree  -Basey  Guam- 

7  $826, -GOA 

8  Ramey  Air  Force  Rasey  Puerto  R-ieos  Operational  and 
ilitics,  community  faedbiesy  utilities  and 

a  and  land  aequisitiony  $3r 
Various  locations :  Operational  and 

i  laeilitiesy  supply  faeibtiesy  troop 

13  munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 

14  $59y6b3y000, 

15  UNITED  BTAEEB  AER  POItCES  iX  EUBQrE 

16  Various  locations-:  Operational  and  training  facilities, - 
11  maintenance  faeibtiesy  supply  facilitiesy  administrative  faeib- 
16  tiesy  hospital  and  medieal 

19  faeihties,  utilities  and  ground 

20  improvements,  $39y2-17?000. 

21 

22 


jy  and  real  estate 


PPPPT A  T 
nriuOiTii; 

V ftrious  locations :  Operational  awl  training  facilities^ 
23  $1?0;000. 
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¥  CONTROL  AND 


SYSTEM 


Various  locations-;  Operational  and  training  facilities? 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties?  hospital  and  medical  facilities?  troop  housing,  com- 

$7-O?00O,-00Ot 

SeOt  302;  Lbe  Secretary  of  the  Air  Uoroe  may  establish 
or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by 
acquiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  in¬ 
stalling  permanent  or  temporary  pubhe  works,  including  land 
acquisition?  site  preparation?  appurtenances?  utilities  and 
equipment  in  the  total  amount  of  $65,000,000. 

SeOt  30-3-.-  -(a)-  Uublie  Law  534?  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended?  is  amended  under  the  heading  ‘‘Continental 
-United  States”  in  section  304?  as  fohowss 

■Under  the  subheading  Uajr  defense  command” — with 
respect  to  Ueseadero  Consolan  Station?  Uescadero,  Calif 
forma?  strike  out  ‘-$2-24,000^-  and  insert  m  place  thereof 
‘-‘$-584-, 000”. 


■Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” 


with  respect  to  Olinton-Shernmn  Airport; ?  Clinton,  Okla¬ 
homa?  strike  out  -‘-‘$1-1-, -393, 000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
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“$12,686,000”;  and  strike  out  t-$474£g7000^-  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,756,000--.- 

Endcr  Ike  subheading  “continental  all  com¬ 
mand — with  respect  te  Mitehel  Air  Eoree  -I>ase7  Bcmp- 
stcad,  Eew  ¥ork7  strike  out  “$7-297000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$92-970Q0L,-7  and  strike  eat  “$686,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$8867000— . 


the  subheading 


AND 


command- — with  respect  te  Edwards  Air  Eeree  Base7 
Muroe7  Gahforni%  strike  ent  “-$27^78^00--  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2974427000”7  and  strike  out  ^Eh-L-OthOOO” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$l-8-,  156^000--. 

-(h)-  Public  Eaw  534,  Eighty  "third  Gongress7  as 
amended,  E  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  -(3)-  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  so  much  as  reads  i£$4067l-20,000”  and  -“$415,- 
949,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  A$40979 3-77000 ? ■  and 
“$449,7 66-, 000”,  respectively. 

$eCt  304.  (a)  -Public  -Law  LOhj  Eighty  fourth  Gon- 
gress7  as  amended,  E  amended^  under  the  heading  “Gon-tl- 
nental  Bniteb  AiateW  in  seetion  3047  as  follows: 
Bndcr  the  subheading  Gaik  defense  command^ — 
-(4)-  with  respect  to  Geiger  Eield,  $pokanc,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  ^1,716,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ^‘$2, 7 17, 000”-; 


25 


(2)-  with  respect  to  Grand  Eorks  site,-  Berth  Ba 
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kotay  strike  out  “$7-709, OOO11  and  insert  in  place 
^$9y2-20,-000^-y 

-f3f  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Korea  Base,  Sank 
Saintc  Maria,  Miehigauy  strike  onl  -“$2,029-, 000-  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,195,000”y 

-f4-)-  with  res-pcet  to  Minot  sitey  bferth  Bakota,  strike 
ont  -$6,(>03,()00---  and  insert  in  place  thereof  - -$7,268,  ■ 

000~y 

-fhf  with  respeet  to  Oxnard  Air  Korea  Base,  Ox¬ 
nard,-  Calif  end  a7  strike  ont  ‘k$2,445',000”  and  insert  in 
plane  thereof  “$2,935,000'- ; 

-f6f  with  respeet  to  Selfridge  Air  K orec  Basey 
Mount  Olemensy  Michigan 7  strike  ont  “$5-, 526, 000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,445,000--; 

-fTf  with  respect  to  -Youngstown  Municipal  Air- 
porty  Youngstowny  Ohio7  strike  ont  ‘^$742 yOOO^-  and  in¬ 
sert  in  plaee  thereof  AfkSOdyOOO^ 

-f8}-  with  respeet  to  Yuma  County  Airport,-  Ymma, 
ty  strike  ont  “$2007,000-  and  insert  in  place 
££$-2y676yOOOA 
Knder  the  subheading  MtVT-euiel  co-iVBfAND-1 — 

-(4)-  with  respeet  to  Brookley  Air  Korea  Basey 
Mobiley  Alahamay  strike  ont  “$4,170,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  ‘^$4,728-,000’— ;■ 

-f2}-  with  respeet  to  Grifhss  Air  Korea  Basey 
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Yew  York-,  strike  ont  “$15,803-, 000^-  and  insert  m 
place  thereof  “$16,-654,000” ; 

-fg-)-  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force  -Ba-sey 
SacramentOy  California,  strike  ont  a$9yr)-2-2y090-’-'  aml 
insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$1 1,970,000”  ;■ 

-f4f  with  respect  to  Wright  Patterson  Air  Force 
Base,  -Daytony  Ohio,  strike  ont  “$1  2,001-, 000-’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “8l  4,508y0G0-T 

the  sabhoadinff  A®  training  command” — 


Air  F orcc  Base, 
iSy  strike  ont  “$3,138,000”  and  insert 
in  phwe  thereof  ^gy^GGO^t 

-fkf  with  respect  to  Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,- 
San  Angelo,  Texas,  strike  ont  “$-kO84,00O”  and  insert 


in  place  thereof  “$5,088,000”; 

-fgf  with  respeet  to  Greenville  Air  Force  Basc7 
Grccnvillcy  Mississippi-,-  strike  ont  “$500,000  and  insert 
in  plaee  thereof  “$545,000” ; 


"W"  ^kh  respect,  to  Harlingen  Air  Force  Base7 
Barlingem  Texas?  strike  ont  “$146,000"  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$529,000”; 

-fhf  with  respeet  to  James  Connally  Air  Force 
Basey  Waeoy  Texasy  strike  ont  ^883,000”  and  insert 
in  plaee  thereof  -^$4, 12 9, 000”; 

-fkf  wkh  respect  to  Mather  Air  Foree  Basey 
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Saeramonto7  Ealiforaia-y  strike  ent  “$-1-5  46^00* ’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,998-, 000-’ ; 

-fh)-  with  respect  te  Reese  Air  -Force  Basc7  Lub- 
hnefe,-  TexftSy  strike  out  “$47074^990-^  and  insert  in 
pkee  thereof  ‘-$1,304,000”; 

-(8)-  With  respect  te  Wridianrs  Air  Foree  Base, 
Ekandlery  Arisena7  strike  ent  “$1,215,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,556,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “headquarters  command” — 
with  respect  te  Boding  Air  Eoreo  Base7  Washington,  ©is- 
triet  of  Golumbkp  strike  ent  “$520,-00-0”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ^$835y000U 

Under  the  subheading  “research  A*f©  be  ve-lopmen T 
command” — with  respect  te  Indian  Springs  Air  Force 

KQCIA 

Uclnl; 


Auxiliary  Numbered  U)^  El  ark,  Uevada- 
strike  ent  “$5557500”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$624," 
590A 


Under  the  subheading  “strategic  Ain  command” — 
-fl}-  with  respect  te  Earswcll  Air  Feree  Basc7  Fort 
-W orth,  Texas-,-  strike  ent  “$5,9-2-9^00”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$773637000-\ 

-(2)-  with  respect  te  Few  Air  Feree  Base,  Banger^ 
Mainey  strike  ent  “$11,155,000---  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “'$  12,21 8700(U; 

-(Bf  with  respect  te  -Tea-vis  Air  Force  Base7  Fair- 
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field,-  Calif omia,  strike  eat  ‘‘$97769,000-’  and  insert  in 
plaee  thereof  “$14t473,000”-; 

-(4)-  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base,-  Eos- 
weEj  Uew  M-exieo,  strike  eat  -“$676577000^  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$8,324,000”. 

Under  the  sa-bheadmg  “taoticae  Affl  command” — 
-(4-)-  with:  respect  to  Alexandria  Air  -F orcc  Basej 
Alexandria,  -Lomsiaiift?  strike  eat  -“$2,684,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,527,000”; 

-(2)-  with  respect  to  Banker  Hid  Air  Feree  Base,- 
■Peru?  Indiana,  strike  oat  “$559,000”  and  insert  in  plaee 
thereof  ‘-‘$644,000’-’-; 

-(B)-  with  respect  to  Ceorgo  Air  Force  Base,  -Vietor- 
-villc7  California,  strike  oat  ‘-‘$175987000”  and  insert  in 
plaee  thereof  -$4,905,000”; 

-(4)-  with  respeet  to  -Larson  Air  Feree  Basej  Moses 
Lake,  Washington^  strike  oat  ££$47724,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  £f$57-l-97,000” ; 

-(h)-  with  respeet  to  Scwart  Air  Force  BaseT 
Smyrna,  -Tennessee,-  strike  oat  ^7589,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  A§>4,010,000”. 

-(h)-  Fablic  Law  4647  Eighty  fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  ander  the  heading  -Q^&ide  Con 
cental  United  States”  in  section  mh  as  follows: 
Under  the  sabheading  “alaskan  aeb  command” — 
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1  with  respeet  to 

2  insert  in  plaee 

3  Gmder  tfee  st 


tirfieldy  strike  enfe  d$5 18,009-  and 

^^dfeOOOA 


ABBA  eONTROL  BA-VIGATIOyAL 


4  ah>s— — witfe  respeet  to  Aariens  -leeatiensj  strike  eat  “$5267~ 

5  OOtd-  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  ^A^194--,0Q()- . 

6  -(e)-  Enfelie  taw  4-dG  Eigkty-fotirth  Congress,  as 

7  amcndedr  is  amended  fey  striking  ont  in  eianse  -(d)-  ^  see- 

8  tion  50£  tfee  amonnts  ^SO-l-^-fefeyOOO^  ^5fe37454T000^ 

9  and  “$-l-,d3970607000-’  and  inserting  in  place  tfeereoi  “$824j- 

10  dOOjOOO^  and  “$1,-363,189,000^  re- 

11 


12  Se€t  dOtfe  -{af  Enfelie  taw  9987  Eig 

13  is  amended,  under  tfee  feeading  ontinebtab  Ebtteb 
^  States”  in  seetion  301-j  as  lofeowse 
15  tnder  tfee  subheading  Aafb  beeebse  command” — 

-fk)-  witfe  respeet  to  ©ninth  Mnnieipal  Airport 
©ufeitfer  Minnesetay  strike  ont  ^^SSOdyOOO--  and  insert  in 
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place  tfeereoi  “$1,1697000^ 

-(A)-  witfe  respect  to  Geiger  Eiefefe  SpokaneT  Wasfe- 
ingtony  strike  ont  d^2',8-2?7000”  and  insert  in  plaee 
tfeereoi  “$37079,000^7 

-(d)-  witfe  respect  to  Glasgow  Air  Eoree  tase7  Glas- 
gowj  Montana^  strike  ont  9$2,17Qt000^  and  insert  in 
place  tfeereoi  •‘■‘$%080#60^ 

-(4)-  witfe  respect  to  Grand  Eorks  Air  toree  taseT 
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Grand  'Forks,-  North  -Dakota?  strike  out  “$18,969,000” 
and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  A8&Q7524,000” ; 

-(5)-  with  rcspeet  to  Grandview--  Air  F orec  Base? 
Kansas  City?  Missouri,  strike  eat  “$1,673,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  plane  thereof  ^$4?781,-000’-;- 

-(0)-  with  rcspeet  to  Kinross  Air  Forec  Base,  Sault 
Sain-te  Mario?  Michigan?  strike  oat  “$2,156,000”  and 
insert  in  plaee  thereof  4S2-,330?000^-; 

with  respect  to  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Air- 
port,  Klamath  Falls?  Oregon?  strike  oat  “$1,130?000” 
and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  £i$!-56O?00O-k 

-f8}-  with  rcspeet  to  Minot  Air  -Force  Base,  Minot? 


North  Dakota?  strike  oat  “$21,215,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$27,035,000”; 

-f9f  with  rcspeet  to  Niagara  -Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port?  Niagara  Falls,  New  Fork?  strike  oat  “$3,030,000” 
and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$3? 109, 000”; 

-(10)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base? 
Camarillo?  California?  strike  oat  ■<1$2; 3 92,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  ^£$2?479?000^-? 

-(44)-  with  respect  to  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport, 
Sioux  City?  -Iowa,  strike  out  “$2, 288,000^  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$2-,< 


(42f  with  respect  to  -Truax  Field,-  Madison? 
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eonsin,  strike  eat  -“$4y8-76  y0004  and  insert  in  plane 
thereof  -‘0|8y746yOQ04i. 

(1-3)-  -with  respect  te  Wurtsmith  Air  Foreo  Base,- 
Oseoday  Miehigany  strike  eat  4$d,-2' 7 8 ,0004  and  insert  hr 

fti  proof  QQQ  000”  • 

picttru  til vi  vvjl  TjptTyOvoyv  v\7  ^ 

-(-14-)-  with  respect  te  Aarieas  leeationsy  strike  eat 
-$41,410,0004  and  insert  hr  plaee  thereof  “$26,204r 
OOOA 


trader  the 

-(4)-  with  respect  te 


“Allt  MATERIEL  COMMAND” 


Air  -Force  -Base,-  Borne, 
Aew  Aorky  strike  eat  “$17,966,0004  and  Insert  hr  place 
thereof  4$42-, 004,0004-; 

-(4)-  with  respect  te  Searspert  Fael  Storage  Statioay 
Searsport,  kfahrey  strike  eat  “$4-73,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$744y0004; 

-fd)-  with  respect  te  Faeonra  Fad  Storage  Station, 
Tacomay  Washingtony  strike  oat  “$149,0004  and  insert 
hr  place  thereof  “$241,0004-^ 

-f4)~  with  respeet  te  Fhrker  Air  Force  -Ease,-  Okkn 
heara  OTt-w  Oklahonray  strike  oat  -'$5,990t0004  and  in¬ 
sert  in  plaee  thereof  “  $-7y7#3,000 A 
U-nder  the  sahheading  Aair  training  oommanb'? — 
-(A)-  with  respect  te  Amarillo  Air  F-oree  Basoy 
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alley  Texasy  strike  ant  Ajj>l-7, 124,000”  and  insert 
m  plaee  thereef  -“$26,174,000^ 

-f2f  with  respeet  te  Eraig  Air  Eoreo  Basey  Selma-,- 
Alahama,  strike  eat  “$4-87000”  and  insert  in  -place 
thereef  iifg^OOO^ 

-(3)-  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  Eeree  Basey 
Wichita  -Balls,-  Texas,  strike  ent  ^$24,-433,000^  and 
insert  in  plaee  thereef  4833 ,858-,000” ; 

-(4)-  with  respeet  te  Stead  Air  Eeree  Basey  Benny 
Nevada-,-  strike  ent  “$2,224-, 000”  and  insert  in  plaee 


“d 


-(Of  with  respeet  te  -Vanec  Air  Eeree  Basey  EnidT 
ty  strike  ent  -“$97-7-, -000”  and  insert  in  place 
^964yOOOA 

Under  the  suhh c ndm  g  u ni-yeb-s-it y— — with  respeet 

te  Maxwell  Air  Eeree  -Basey  Mentgomcry,  Adakamay  strike 
ent  “$2-15yOQO^  and  insert  in  plaee  thereef  “$314,000”. 


Ender  the  snhheading  ‘Aoxttnrntat,  wst  eeAf- 


mand 


-f4f  with  respeet  te  Beale  Air  Eeree  Base,-  Marys- 
xillej  €ahferai%  strike  ent  ^43,395,-000^  and  insert 
in  plaee  thereof  “$45, 9 9 3, 000^ 

f2f  with  respeet  te  Bobbins  Air  Eeree  Basey  Mark 
ett%  Gcergiay  strike  ent  -“$345,0004  and  insert  in  plaee 
thereef  AAOOyOOOA 
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Ender  the  subheading  “iieseaboh  ^b  DWEhePMBjw? 


2  COMMAND  - — 

3  -(4)-  with  respeet  te  Eaurenee  Or  Hanseem  Field? 
■Bedford,  Massachusetts?  strike  eat  ^$6j989t000^  end 
insert  m  plaee  thereof  A|4,-A3Q?Q00!--? 

-(-2)-  with  respeet  te  Edwards  Air  Eeree  Base? 
Muree?  California,  strike  eat  “$5?488?00(d-  and  insert 
in  jdaee  thereof  ^7-, -22-0,000”. 

Ender  the  subheading  “btbwtegio  ajb  command” — 
-fi-f  with  respeet  te  -Biggs  Air  Eeree  Base?  El  Base? 
Texas,  strike  eat  “$922,000”  and  insert  in  jdaee  thereof 

^$1?190-,00Q^ 

-(2)-  with  respect  te  Castle  Ah  Eeree  Base,  Mereed? 
California,  strike  eat  “$2-,-l-7 9,000’--  and  insert  in  jdaee 
thereof  ^$2?643?00CC-? 

-(d)-  with  respect  te  Cekunbas  Air  Eeree  Base? 
Colambas?  Mississippi?  strike  eat  A|44,-5F8?060-  and 
insert  in  jdaee  thereof  ^$15, 322, -000”-? 

-(4)-  with  respeet  te  Ehswerth  Air  -Force  Base, 
-Rapid  City?  South  Baketa,  strike  eat  “$9-1-3, 000-  and 
insert  in  jdaee  thereof  A|4?07§?000” ; 

-(A)-  with  respeet  te  -Homestead  Air  Eeree  Base? 
Homestead?  Florida?  strike  eat  “  $47694,000--  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$l?966?000li ; 

-(d)-  with  respeet  te  Eoekbeu-rnc  Air  Eeree  Base, 
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Columbus,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$1,952,000”  amt  insert  in 
plaee  thereof  “$7, 880,000^ 

-fTf  with  respect  to  Malmstrom  Air  koree  Base-y 
Great  kails,  Montana,  strike  ont  “-$172-36,000-’  ami 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$l7586y00”; 

-{8)-  with  respeet  to  Mountain  H-ome  Air  koree 
Basey  Mountain  Some,  Idahoy  strike  ont  “$2^064,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,607,000”; 

-f9j-  with  respeet  to  Gffntt  Air  koree  Base7  Omalnp 
Scbraska,  strike  out  A$5?6-97yOOA’  and  insert  in  phtee 
thereof  “$6,-1-550)00” ; 

(40f  with  respeet  to  Plattsburgh  Air  koree  Base,- 
Plattsburgh,  Sew  -Yorky  strike  out  “$17491,000”  and 
insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$27027y000-; 

on  with  respeet  to  Portsmouth  Air  koree  Sasey 
Portsmouth,  Sew  Hampshire,  strike  out  “$601,000” 
and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$720,000”; 

(12f  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  koree  Ease, 
Roswell,  Sew  Me-xico,  strike  out  “$2,791,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$87!  8 1,000”. 

-Under  the  subheading  Tactical  Am  command” — 
with  respeet  to  Bangley  Air  koree  -Base,  Samptony  Air- 
giniay  strike  out  “$276  1  3,000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
“$2y785,000”. 


fb)-  Public  Paw  968,-  Eighty  fourth  Congress,  is 
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amended  under  ike 
States”  as  follows-:- 


u 


Outside  the  United 


Under  Ike  subheading  “jtemffiEAST  nfi  command” — 
with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  -~$75j650,000” 
and  insert  in  place  tkereof  ^k|94y49-7yQ00”. 

-(e)-  Puklie  haw  908y  Eighty- fourth  Congress,  is 
ed  by  striking  out  in  clause  -fd-)-  of  seetion  402  tke 
ts  “S742y8-7-3y000^  ^$405,06  lyOOO^y  and  ^$4yd60y- 
934y00Q^  and  inserting  in  place  tkereof  ^g&^T342,000”, 
“$423,608,000”,  and  ^$4y442y950y000^y  respeetivelyr 
SeC;  d06r  Subsection  -(b)-  of  seetion  d02  of  tke  Act 
of  August  dy  1956  -fTO  Statr  9947  104-2)-,  is  amended  to 
read  as  fehews-f 


u 


-fk}-  Air  Eoree  installations  and  facilities  by  proceed¬ 
ing  witk  eonstruetion  made  neeessary  ky  ekanges  in  Air 
Perce  missions,  new  weapons  deveiopmentsy  new  and  un¬ 
foreseen  resea rek  and  development  requirementsy  or  na¬ 
tion  sekedulesy  if  tke  Secretary  of  defense 


in  tke  nest  military  eonstruetion  authorisation  Act  would 
ke  inconsistent  with  interests  of  national  seeuritvy  and  in 
eonneetion  therewith  to  aeqmre,  eonstruct,  convert,  rchabili- 
tatey  or  install  permanent  or  temporary  puklie  worksy  inelud- 

itiesy  and  equipmenty  in  tke  total  amount  of  $50,000,000-7 
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Preinded,-  That  ike  Secretary  el  Ike  Air  Ecree,  er  kis  desig- 
neej  shall  notify  Ike  Committees  eft  Armed  Services  el  tke 
Senate  and  Souse  el  Representatives  immediately  upon 
reaehing  a  final  deeisien  te  implement;  el  tke  eest  el  con¬ 
struction  el  any  public  -werk  undertaken  under  tins  suksee- 
tieftj  including  tkese  real  estate  actiens  pertaining  thereto  A 

-TITLE 

GENERAL  PRQ-V-ISIQAS 
SEe?  4-OL  Tke  Secretary  el  each  military  department 
may  prececd  te  estabksk  or  develop  installations  and  faeih- 
ties  under  this  Aet  without  regard  te  sections  3648  and 
k-7-34  el  tke  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  sections 
4-774  -(d)-  and  9774  -(d)-  el  title  Sfe  United  States  Code. 
Tke  authority  te  place  permanent  or  temporary  improve¬ 
ments  on  land  includes  authority  for  surveys,  administration^ 
overhead,  planning  and  supervision  incident  te  eenstruetiem 
That  authority  may  he  ex-ereised  kelere  title  te  tke  land  is 
approved  under  seetien  Tbh  el  tke  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended;  and  even  though  tke  fend  is  held  temporarily? 
Tke  authority  te  acquire  real  estate  or  fend  includes  au- 

and  te  acquire  fend,  and  interests 
rary  use)-;  by  giffe  purchase;  ex¬ 
tend;  or  otherwise. 


tliority  te  make 
in  fend 
change  el 


SbGt  4-0 2 t  -Tkerc  are  authorized  te  he 


olllUl 
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sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  Aety  feat 
appropriations  for  public  works  projects  authorized  fey  titles 
4y  44y  and  444  shah  set  eseeed — 

-ft)-  for  title  4 u  4nside  the  United  States,  $120,  ■ 
099y000;  outside  the  4Mted  Statesy  $3476-l-3y000 ;  see- 
tioe  402y  $143,002,000;  or  a  total  of  $39^714,000; 

-(d)-  for  title  4U  4uside  the  United  Statesy  $260- 
-3-77-,000-y  outside  the  United  States?  $65,627,000 ;  sec- 
tien  202,  $65,091,000;  or  a  total  of  $391,095,000 ;  and 
-fdf  for  title  44U  Inside  the  United  States,  $43-7y- 
■3577000;  outside  the  4fnhed  Statesy  $2257407-,000;  see- 
tion  302?  $65y000y0007  or  a  total  of  $72-7-,764y000.- 
SeOt  40-3.  Any  of  the  amounts  named  in  title  4y  44y  or 
444  of  this  Aet  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned,  fee  increased  fey  §  per  ccntinn  for  projects  inside  the 
United  States  and  fey  40  per  eentum  for  projeets  outside 
the  United  Stafesv  However,-  the  total  eost  of  all  projects 
in  each  such  title  may  not  fee  more  than  the  total  amount 
to  fee  annrooriated  for  nroieets  in  that  title? 


SeOt  -404.  Whenever — 

-(4)-  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with 
section  2-343  -(h)-  of  title  40y  United  States  Gede,  for 
contracts  made  under  this  Aet  for  the  establishment 


H.  P.  8240 - 5 
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or  development  el  military  installations  and  faeilities  m 
foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  tire  carrying  out 
of  tfeis  -Act-;-  and 

-(2 )  the  Secretary  of  Defense  an4  tire  Comptroller 
Irave  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  ado- 

m  i  a!  i  f  n  i  a1  tlr  aha  o  a r~>  t va  ptn  « 

M tt l.li till g  “uiiiinutt)  ^ 

the  President  may  exempt  those  contracts  from  the  require  - 
ments  of  that  section. 

Sett-  455t  Contracts  made  hy  the  United  States  under 
this  Act  shah  he  awarded^  insofar  as  practicable,  on  a  com¬ 
petitive  basis  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder^  if  the 
national  security  will  not  be  impaired  and  the  award-  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  chapter  457-  of  title  4-Oj  -United  States  Code 
and  section  4b  of  the  Act  of  August  Oy  4555  -(d-d  Stat-  54-7, 
554-)-:  4-he  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments  shall 
report  semiannually  to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  dm 
Speaker  of  the  Souse  of  Pcprcsentati-ves  with  respect  to 
all  contracts  awarded  on  other  than  a  competitive  basis  to 

1 1  w  \  lmiZAUt  VQ  O IV  1 1  O 1  I  r\  lllUilnv 
UlU  IvJ  W  vO  t  1-  ho  |y\JllijI'-'lv  UltlvlUl  • 


Se©7  4r06r  As  of  duly  4j  PdbSj  ah  authorizations  for 
military  pubhe  works  to  be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary 
of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the  establish 
ment  or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities, 
and  ah  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor,  that  are 
in  Acts  approved  before  duly  £87  4554,  and 
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net  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  ft  later 
turn  are  repealed?  except — 

W_  O  11  f  n  A  1*1  fi  \1*  Till  1  ll  1  r*  TTrrf  yi*  17  Cl  o  t~>  fl  |/  ty 

till  l  ilt/1 17711  tlUil  k5  TtTT  IJt  rmiU  \V  U1  Ml  ITT  TTJi 

priations  therefor  that  are  set  forth  fit  those  Acts  m  the 
titles  that  contain  the  general  provisions- 

-ffif  the  authorization  for  public  works  projects  as 
to  which  appropriated  fluids  hawo  been  obligated  for 
construction  eontraets  in  whole  or  m  part  before  July 
47  -HioSy  and  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor? 

-(3)-  the  authorisation  for  the  rental  guaranty  for 
family  housing  in  the  amount  of  $400t000t000  that  is 
contained  m  section  802-  of  Public  Law  534,  Eighty- 
seeond  Gengress? 

-(4)-  the  authorizations  for  public  works  and  the 
appropriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  sections 
2-231-2-238  of  title  49T  United  States  Code-,-  as  amended 

-(50  4L  Sr  Gv  882?  888?  885?  886h 

-(5)-  the  authorization  for  the  development  of  the 
Line  of  C  ommunieations ,  Prance?  in  the  amount  of 
$60,0007000  that  is  contained  in  title  4?  section  102,  of 
Public  Law  5347  Eighty  second  Gongress-j 

-(0)-  A otwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  440 
of  the  Aet  of  August  87  4956  -(TO  Stafi  994,  4046)7 
the  authorization  for  -(a)-  development  of  classified  fa¬ 
cilities  m  the  amount  of  $6t439tOOO  that  is  contained  in 
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title  section  4047  el  the  Act  el  September  48;  1951 
-{60  Stati  636;  343}-;  and  -{b}-  development  el  classified 
facilities  in  the  amount  el  $G,6547QOO  that  is  contained 
le  titie  k  section  404  el  the  Aet  el  July  44;  4904 
-{66  Statr  606;  609)  ■;■  and 

-{4}-  the  authorisation  fee  publie  weeks  aed  lee  the 
appropriations  el  feeds  that  aee  contained  in  the  Act 
el  Aped  4;  1904  -{08  Stati  44}-;  as  amended? 

8eGt  404?  Sectlen  040  el  the  Aet  el  July  40;  1900  -{69 
Statr  344;  354)-,  as  amended;  is  further  amended  te  eead 
as  follows : 

--S-eo.  -5157  During  the  fiseal  yeaes  19 07;  4908;  and 
1959,  the  Seeectaries  el  the  Army;  Aavy;  and  Ale  Force; 
respectively,  aee  authorised  te  lease  keusing  laellities  at  ee 
neae  military  tactical  installations  foe  assignment  as  publie 
quarters  te  military  peesennel  and  their  dependents,  il  any; 
without  rental  charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Secretary 
el  Defense;  ee  his  designee,  that  there  is  a  lack  el  adequate 
housing  laellities  at  ee  neae  such  military  tactical  installa  - 
tions.  Such  housing  laeilitics  shall  be  leased  on  a  lamlly  ee 
individual  unit  basis  and  net  mere  than  five  thousand  el  sueh 
units  inay  be  se  leased  at  any  one  thner  Expenditures  foe 
the  rental  el  such  housing  facilities  may  be  made  out  el  ap¬ 
propriations  available  foe  maintenance  and  operation  but 
inay  set  exceed  $400  a  month  fee  any  such  unit-.— 
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Sb€-:  408v  -(ft)-  family  quarters  to  fee  constructed  under 
tfee  authority  of  titles  4y  44j  and  444  of  the  Act  of  Scptcm  ■ 
feer  4 7  1954  -(6S  Stat:  1119) ,  shah  fee  subject  to  tfee  net  floor 
area  limitations  respectively  proscribed  in  sections  4774- 
75747  and  9774  of  title  46j  United  States  Ooder 

-ffe)-  Section  464  of  tfee  Ant  of  September  -fe  1-954  -(6S 
Statr  444-9,- 1425) ,  is  feerefey  repealed? 

See?  469?  44tfe  46j  United  States  Godey  is  amended  as 
follows : 


-(a)-  Section  47-74  is  amended  by  adding  tfee  following 
new  subsection  at  tfee  end  thereof 

^44}-  Uet  more  than  45  percent  of  tfee  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  fends  for  enlisted  members  of 
tfee  Army  may  be  four  bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  door 
area  of  4,250  square  feet  or  less?” 

-ffe)-  Seetion  -7574  is  amended  by  adding  tfee  following 
new  subsection  at  tfee  end  thereof-: 

“(d)  fefot  more  than  45  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members 
of  tfee  fefavy  may  fee  four  feedroom  quarters  having  a  net  door 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  lessd- 

-(e)-  Seetion  9774  is  amended  by  adding  tfee  following 
new  subsection  at  tfee  end  thereof-: 

“  (f)~  fefot  more  than  45  pereent  of  tfee  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated-  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
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tbe  Air  Dome  may  be  four  bcdroem  quarters  having  a  net 
beer  area  ef  1,250  square  feel  er  less;-- 

SeOt  444  4ke  second  paragraph  ef  section  407-  ef  Ike 
Aet  ef  September  h  4454  -fbS  Stab  444%  4425-)-,-  as 
amended,  is  farther  amended  te  read  as 
“The  Department  ef  Defense  shad  pay  tbe 
Credit  Corporation^-  from  apprepriatieas  otherwise 
fer  tbe  payment  ef  quarters  allowances  fer  mibtary  per- 

/tl  oii/l  IvAllI  o  liTiVA'mM  nto  oil  /vfi  vv  /vnCo  nv  f  o  1  /ill  o  v/vao 

otlTnttu  till  vl  lTvlTl  11^  v/|ll  I  cl  l  L'  cli  1*414  11  v  lit  o  U1  1  v  11 1  til  C "llclJL  ^  v  o 

fer  civilian  personnel  ameaats  equal  te  tbe  quarters  adew- 
anees  er  adetmeats  otherwise  payable  te  er  tbe  rental 
charges  eedeeted  from  perseaael  occupying  any  housing 
constructed  er  acquired  under  authority  ef  this  section  after 
deducting  amounts  chargeable  fer  tbe  maintenance  and 
operation  ef  such  bousing :  -Provided-  4bat  such  payments 
shad  net  exceed  tbe  dollar  equivalent  ef  tbe  value  ef 
tbe  fereiga  currencies  used  fer  ad  such  construction  er 
acquisition. - 

4-1 1 .  Drier  te  tbe  termination  efj  er  reduction  in 

being  conducted  en  tbe  date  ef  enactment  ef  this  Act  witbm 
any  ef  tbe  forty  eight  States  er  tbe  District  ef  Columbia 
-(ether  than  a  nenappropriated  fund  activity) ,  where  such 
termination  er  reduction  is  fer  tbe  purpose  ef  having  tbe 
or  services  furnished  by  seek  activity 
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by  other  than  civilian  employees  el  the  United  States  and 
where  each  activity  has  been  conducted  for  thee  or  mere 
years  and  requires  the  services  el  ten  er  mere  civilian  em¬ 
ployees,  the  Secretary  el  -Pelense  shall  hie  with  the  Presi¬ 
dent  el  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  el  the  House  el  Ttcprc 
sentatives  a  report  setting  lerth  the  details  ef  the  proposed 
termination  er  reduction.  Sueh  proposed  termination  or 

ro/l  nptiATi  oil  nil  ri  nl  fo  ].t  r\  i  d  n  ti  hi^l  hit  o  oyt>i  vo  hi  rvri  t 
1  UU ILL  l/l U 1 1  nil’ll  1  IlUt/  Tcllvv"  111 v  I  t  111  1 t  Tl  1 11U  I'A  Jill  <1 1  lv'11  v/T  cta r  v 

days  el  continous  session  el  the  Oengress  following  the 
filing  el  sueh  report,  and  shall  not  then  take  effect  iff  during 
sueh  sixty  days  either  House  ol  the  Congress  has  adopted 
a  resolution  which 7  in  effeety  disapproves  the  proposed 
termination  or  reduction  described  in  sueh  reportr  Her  the 
purposes  ol  this  section;  continuity  ol  session  shall  he  con¬ 
sidered  as  broken  only  by  adjournment,  sine  dice  hut  in  the 
computation  ol  the  sixty-day  period  there  shall  he  excluded 
the  days  on  which  either  House  is  not  in  session  because  ol 
an  adjournment  ol  more  than  three  days  to  a  day  certain-. 

Peg.-  44-2t  ffbe  authority  granted  by  section  2304  -(a)- 
-fh^  title  40y  United  States  Uodey  shall  not  he  exercised 
during  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on 
December  -tiff  1950,  except  with  respeet  to — 

-(4)-  purchases  or  contracts  the  aggregate  amount  ol 
which  does  not  involve  more  than  tfotyhOO-j 
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sistence  supplies- 


tlx  OOlTltto 


for  experimental,  develop  mental  7  or  research  work,-  or 
making  or  furnishing  property  for  experiment,  testy 
development,  or  research?  not  exceeding  $400,000? 

-f4f  when  in  furtherance  of  small  business?  labor 
surplus  area?  or  major  disaster  area  programs?  the  agency- 
head  determines  that  supplies  or  services  are  to  he  pro¬ 
cured  from  small  business  concerns,  from  concerns  which 
will  perform  the  contracts  substantially  within  labor 
surplus  areas  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  -Labor, 
or  from  concerns  which  will  perform  the  contracts  sub¬ 
stantially  within  areas  of  major  disaster? 

Se©?  44-3?  Any  outstanding  authority  heretofore  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Act  of  September  4?  4954  -f68  Stat?  1 1-1-9)  ?  the 
Act  of  duly  -45?  4955  -fd9  Stat?  324)-,  and  the  Act  of  Amgust 
3?  4956  -fT-0  Stat?  -994)  for  the  provision  of  family  housing 
shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  family  housing  at 
any  installations  for  which  family  housing  is  authorized  to 
be  constructed  under  titles  4?  44?  and  444  of  this  Act? 

Seo.  414.  Seetion  0  of  the  Air  -F oree  Academy  Act?  as 
amended  -f6S  Stat?  49j-?  is  further  amended  by  striking  out 
in  the  first  sentence  the  figure  “$126,000,000’-  and 
mg  in  place  thereof  the  figure  ^147,341,000”. 


73 


1  TITLE  I 

2  Sec .  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish 

3  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 

4  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per - 

5  manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara- 

6  tion,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equipment,  for  the  following 

7  projects : 


8 


Inside  the  United  States 


9  TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 

10  (Ordnance  Corps) 

11  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  housing, 

12  $ 2,288,000 . 

13  Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Alabama:  Utilities,  $2,015,- 

14  000. 

15  Jet  propulsion  laboratory,  California:  Utilities,  $130,- 

16  000. 

1  ?  Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Supply  facilities, 

18  and  utilities,  $758,000. 

19  Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebraska:  Maintenance  facility, 

20  $249,000. 

21  White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Operational 

22  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research  and 

23  development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facili- 
21  ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $16 - 
25  530,000. 
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(Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlaiita  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Operational  facility, 
land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $ 595,000 . 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Overa- 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $464,000. 

Fort  Lee,  Virginia:  Operational  facility,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  facility,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $5,417 ,000. 

Seattle  Quartermaster  Market  Center,  Washington: 
Land  acquisition,  $40,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California:  Operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $110,000. 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas:  Operational  facility, 
and  land  acquisition,  $95,000. 

(  Chemical  Corps) 

Fort  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $627,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing,  $54,- 

000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Troop  housing,  $1,936,000. 
( Corps  of  Engineers) 

Cold  regions  laboratory,  Hanover,  New  Hampshire:  Re¬ 
search  and  development  facility,  $2,496,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  training 
facility,  and  maintenance  facility,  $1,654,000. 
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Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Utilities,  $765,- 

000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Operational  facilities, 
$1,169,000. 

Charleston  TC  Depot,  South  Carolina:  Operational 
facilities,  $306,000. 

Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  and  utilities,  $562,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center,  Colorado:  Troop 
housing,  $937,000. 

Walter  Feed  Medical  Center,  Washington,  D.  C.: 
Utilities,  $1,920,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 
(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  D evens,  Massachusetts :  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities,  $6,719,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation,  Virginia:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $153,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,205,000. 
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Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $589,000.  • 

Fort  Ritchie,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $ 820,000 . 

(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Operational  facilities,  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $1,583,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $1,051,000. 

Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  ground  improvements,  and  utilities, 
$5,117,000. 

Fort  Rucker,  Alabama:  Operational  facilities,  and  troop 
housing,  $7,549,000. 

Fort  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  $3,691,000. 

(Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  medical  facility, 
administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $7 ,704,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facility,  maintenance  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facility,  and  utilities,  $2,362,000. 

Fort  Polk,  Louisiana:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $7 ,734,000. 
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(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Utilities,  $1,049,000. 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Utilities,  $336,000. 

Fort  Riley,  Kansas:  Operational  facility,  maintenance 
facility,  and  troop  housing,  $2,525,000. 

Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Missouri:  Troop  housing, 
$4,663,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facility, 
and  utilities,  $1,487,000. 

Fort  Ord,  California:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,307,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  West  Point,  New 
York:  Utilities,  $1,666,000. 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facility,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,056,000. 

(Tactical  Installations  Support  Facilities) 

Various  locations:  Operational  facility,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  facilities,  storage  facilities,  community 
facilities,  troop  housing,  family  housing,  and  utilities, 
$8,466,000. 
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(Outside  Continental  United  States) 
(Alaskan  Area) 

Alaska  general,  Eielson  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Greely, 
Ladd  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Richardson,  and  tactical  instal¬ 
lations:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  family  housing,  and  utilities,  $ 4,143,000 . 

(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Hawaii:  Medical  facilities, 
$154,000. 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 

Fort  Buchanan,  Puerto  Rico:  Utilities,  $137,000. 

Fort  Gulick,  Canal  Zone:  Community  facility,  $289,000. 

(United  States  Army,  Europe) 

Various  locations:  Maintenance  facilities,  and  storage 
facilities,  $20,754,000. 

(Army  Forces  Far  East) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facilities,  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  utilities,  $9,000,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  ac¬ 
quiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating ,  or  installing 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


79 


'permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $ 143,002,000 . 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
purchase  out  of  appropriations  available  for  military  con¬ 
struction  family  housing  including  necessary  land  at,  or  near, 
military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents.  Not 
more  than  300  units  of  such  housing  may  be  purchased 
under  this  section.  Space  limitations  per  unit  will  be  in 
accordance  with  subsections  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section 
4774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  and  cost  limitations 
as  now  or  hereafter  established  for  military  housing  con¬ 
structed  with  aqjpropriated  funds. 

Sec.  104.  (a)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress , 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  ( Ordnance  Corps)”  with  respect  to  Red  River  Arsenal, 
Texas,  strike  out  1,808,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,212,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$ 44,003 ,000 ”  and  “$ 133,671,000 ”  and 
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inserting  in  place  thereof  “$44,407,000”  and  “$134,075,- 
000” ,  respectively. 

Sec.  105.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “ Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Signal  Corps)”  with  respect  to  Department  of  the 
Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$ 2,360,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,137,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Military  Academy)”  with  respect  to  United  States  Military 
Academy,  New  York,  strike  out  “$ 9,950,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$11,983,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$129,096,000”  and  “$236,060,000” 
and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$ 131,906,000 ”  and  “$238,- 
870,000 ”,  respectively. 

Sec.  106.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Crops)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground, 
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Maryland,  strike  out  “$ 1,736,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,039,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$212,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — with  respect  to  Fort  Lee, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$ 8,589,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,874,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Chemical  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland, 
strike  out  “$452,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$525,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dugway  Proving  Ground, 
Utah,  strike  out  “$ 1,129,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,491,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Transportation  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$1,055,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,240,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Eustis,  Virginia,  strike 
out  “$6,597,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,~ 
072,000”. 

H.  R.  8240 - 6 
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Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  (Med¬ 
ical  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medical  Center, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$549,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$876,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$333,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$669,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Walter  Heed  Army  Medical 
Center,  District  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$ 3,557,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,472,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 

(Second  Army  Area)” — with  respect  to  Ford  Holabird, 

Maryland,  strike  out  “$612,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
$800,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 

(Fourth  Army  Area)” — with  respect  to  Fort  Hood,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$ 12,922,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$14,283,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 

(Fifth  Army  Area)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Carson,  Colorado,  strike 
out  “$7 ,487,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,621,- 
000”. 
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1  (2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 

2  strike  out  “$ 8,615,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

3  “$9,893,000”. 

4  (3)  with  respect  to  Camp  Lucas,  Michigan,  strike 

5  out  “$145,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$193,000” . 

6  Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 

7  (Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project)” — with  respect 

8  to  various  installations,  strike  out  “$ 3,014,000 ”  and  insert 

9  in  place  thereof  “$3,204,000” . 

10  (b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

11  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Con- 

12  tinental  United  States”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

13  Under  the  subheading  “Alaskan  Area” — with  respect  to 

14  Wildwood  Station  (Kenai)  strike  out  “$469,000”  and  in- 

15  sert  in  place  thereof  “$559,000” . 

16  (c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

17  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  section 

18  502  the  amounts  “$225,277,000”,  “$74,984,000”,  and 

19  “$ 534,254,000 ”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$234,820,- 

20  000”,  “$75,074,000”,  and  “$543,887,000”,  respectively. 

21  Sec.  107.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress 

22  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside  tee  United 

23  States”  in  section  101  as  follows : 
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Under  the  subheading  “ technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$88,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$136,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama, 
strike  out  “$ 6,159,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$8,593,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “ technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Atlanta  General  Depot,  strike 
out  “$832,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$984,000” . 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Worth  General  Depot, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$ 1,285,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,847,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Bliss,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$ 5,301,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,293,000” . 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma,  strike  out 
“$ 4,173,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,798,000” . 

(3)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 
strike  out  “$ 1,092,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,373,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
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amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  102,  “$200,- 
783,000 ”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$203,331,000” . 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  402  the  amounts  “$86,916,000” ,  “$200,783,000” ,  and 
“$ 323,462,000 ”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,010,- 
000”,  “$203,331,000”,  and  “$334,104,000”,  respectively. 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish 
or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 
constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  perma¬ 
nent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  for  the  following 
projects: 

Inside  the  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  Engineering  Experiment  Station,  Annapolis, 
Maryland:  Development  and  test  facilities,  $618,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Washington:  Drydock 
$25,438,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities, 
$1,452,000. 

Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California:  Facilities  for 
remedying  effects  of  ground  subsidence,  $1,500,000. 
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1  Naval  Submarine  Base ,  New  London,  Connecticut: 

2  Waterfront  facilities,  $2,966,000. 

3  FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

4  Naval  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Troop  housing, 

5  $1,326,000. 

6  Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California:  Waterfront 

7  facilities,  $544,000. 

8  Naval  Station,  Newport,  Bhode  Island:  Troop  housing, 

9  and  utilities,  $ 2,729,000 . 


< 


10 

11 

12 


AVIATION  FACILITIES 
(Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chase  Field,  Texas: 


13  Operational  facilities,  $566,000. 

14  Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Operational 

15  facilities  (Optical  landing  system),  $140,000. 

16  Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Utilities, 

17  $293,000. 

18  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Opera- 

19  tional  facilities  ( Optical  landing  system),  $160,000. 

20  Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Meridian,  Mississippi: 

21  Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $13,- 

22  387,000. 


Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Neiv  Iberia,  Louisiana: 

24  Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities, 

25  $ 3,653,000 . 
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Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$ 2,713,000 . 

Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Saufley  Field,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility), 
$39,000. 

(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  Air  Station,  Alameda,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  (Guided  missile  support  facilities),  $185,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Operatio7ial 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $180,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,089,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Chincoteague,  Virginia:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,818,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Crows  Landing,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Operational  facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  fa¬ 
cility),  $39,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Edenton,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  $160,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $ 4,310,000 . 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,199,000. 
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Naval  Seaplane  Facility ,  Harvey  Point,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $ 5,728,000 . 

Naval  Air  Station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility),  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities  (Optical  landing  system),  $130,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lemoore,  California:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $27 ,535,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mayport,  Florida:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $384,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  $3,401,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Operational 
facilities  (Tactical  Air  Navigation  facility),  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  North  Island,  San  Diego,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $7 ,964,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Oceana,  Virginia :  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,975,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Quonset  Point,  Rhode  Island: 
Operational  facilities  (Aircraft  parking  areas),  $882,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  San  Clemente  Island, 
California:  Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $ 9,448,000 . 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


89 


Naval  Air  Station ,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington: 
Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,365,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Beaufort,  South 
Carolina:  Operational  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $2,632,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Caro¬ 
lina:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $6,503,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $3,411,000. 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mojave,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Land  acquisition,  $3,281,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  Air  Development  Center,  Johnsville,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania:  Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $2,209,000. 

Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugu,  California: 
Operational  facilities  ( including  operational  facilities  on  San 
Nicolas  Island),  $7,669,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


90 


SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Electronics  Supply  Office,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $92,000. 

Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office,  Mechanicsburg,  Penn¬ 
sylvania:  Administrative  facilities,  $155,000. 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  $550,000. 

MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $140,000. 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Barstow,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$6,841,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $872,000. 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Training  facilities,  messhall,  and  utilities,  $1,142,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,469,000. 

Marine  Corps  School,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Supply  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $1,875,000. 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  San  Diego,  California: 
Training  facilities,  $116,000. 
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1  Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twentynine  Palms, 

2  California:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin- 

3  istrative  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $2,061,000. 

4  ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

5  Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Bangor,  Washington:  Utili- 

6  ties,  $316,000. 

7  Naval  Magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Utilities, 

8  $236,000. 

9  SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

10  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Dormitory 

11  foundations,  $1,602,000. 

12  Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training 

13  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $5,598,000. 

14  Naval  Training  Center,  San  Diego,  California:  Troop 

15  housing,  $1,613,000. 

16  COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

11  Naval  Communication  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia :  Oper- 

18  ational  facilities,  $443,000. 

19  Naval  Communication  Station,  San  Diego,  California: 

20  Operational  facilities,  $100,000. 

21  Naval  Communication  Center,  Stockton,  California: 

22  Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

23  Naval  Radio  Station,  Washington  County,  Maine: 

24  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $13,982,000. 
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YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities , 
$332,000. 

Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities, 
$ 3,244,000 . 

Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center,  Port  Hueneme, 
California:  Supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 
$759,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  Shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Operational  facilities,  $1,297,000. 

Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 
Maintenance  facilities,  hospital  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,750,000. 

Naval  Station,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 
Troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
ground  improvements,  $7,576,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Hospital  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,005,000. 

Commander-in-Chief  Pacific,  Headquarters,  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor,  Oahu  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Administrative  facilities  and 
utilities,  $332,000. 
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Naval  Station,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico:  Utilities, 
$190,000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Air  Station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands : 
Operational  facilities  ( Guided  missile  support  facilities ) , 
$428,000. 

Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Family  housing  and 
community  facilities,  $1,793,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Barber’s  Point,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii :  Operational  facilities  (Aircraft  parking  areas), 
$2,088,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cubi  Point,  Luzon,  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands:  Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $149,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $5,730,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Oahu,  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Hawaii:  Operational  facilities,  $249,000. 

Naval  Station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility),  $69,000. 

Naval  Station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Operational  facilities  (tactical  air  navigation  facility), 
$69,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto  Rico:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $15,182,000. 
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SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Adah,  Alaska:  Supply  facilities, 
$ 1,550,000 . 

Naval  Station,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community 
facilities,  $ 884,000 . 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine 
Islands:  Supply  facilities,  $ 397,000 . 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $ 326,000 . 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Adah,  Alaska:  Troop 
housing,  $1,053,000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Finegayan,  Guam, 
Mariana  Islands:  Troop  housing,  $594,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Istanbul,  Turkey:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $130,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Sakata,  Japan:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $69,000. 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Wahiawa,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Operation  facilities,  $4,392,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Public  Works  Center,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands:  Maintenance  facilities,  $393,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish  or 
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develop  classified  naval  mstallations  and  facilities  by  con¬ 
structing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  o,r  installing  permanent 
or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site 
preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  in  the 
total  amount  of  $59,056,000. 

Sec.  203.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Con¬ 
tinental  United  States ”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facili¬ 
ties ” ,  with  respect  to  “Various  locations ” ,  strike  out  “$4,~ 
500,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,460,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202,  “$86,- 
397,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,489,000” . 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  sec¬ 
tion  402  the  amounts  “$138,183,000”,  “$86,397,000”, 
and  “$ 256,875,000 ”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place 
thereof,  “$139,143,000”,  “$95,489,000”,  and  “$266,- 
927,000”. 

Sec.  204.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  Cali- 
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fornia,  strike  out  “$225,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$369,000” ;  with  respect  to  the  Marine  Corps  Air  Station, 
El  Toro,  California,  strike  out  “$ 1,675,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,030,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Glenview,  Illinois,  strike  out  “$70,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$170,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out,  in  section  202,  “ $63,- 
358,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$70,656,000” . 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$102,956,000”,  “$63,358,000”,  “$202, - 
807,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof  “$103,- 
555,000 ”,  “$70,656,000”,  and  “$210,704,000”. 


Sec.  205.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities” , 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Repair  Facility,  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$629,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,099,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities” , 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Orange,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$399,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$563,000” . 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
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(Naval  Air  Training  Stations)'’,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,686,- 
000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,292,000” ;  and  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia, 
Louisiana,  strike  out  “$ 24,361,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$26,871,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “ aviation  facilities 
(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)” ,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Alameda,  California,  strike  out  “$3,729,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,217 ,000” ;  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Air  Station,  Moffett  Field,  California,  strike  out 
“$ 2,581,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,355,000” ; 
and  with  respect  to  the  Outlying  Field,  Whitehouse  Field, 
Duval  County,  Florida,  strike  out  “$ 1,087,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,587 ,000” . 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey,  strike  out  “$16,311,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “ $17 ,911,000” . 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “ordnance  facilities”, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory, 
Daingerfield,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,111,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,751,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Ordnance  Test  Station,  Inyokern,  California,  strike  out 
“$375,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$475,000” . 

H.  R.  8240 - 7 
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(7)  Under  the  subheading  11  service  school  facili¬ 
ties ”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian 
Head,  Maryland,  strike  out  “$780,000'’  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$879,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty- fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

a)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities” 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Kwajelein,  Marshall 
Islands,  strike  out  “$4,411,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$5,235,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “communication  facili¬ 
ties”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Facility, 
Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco,  strike  out  “$ 2,848,600 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,198,600” . 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202  “$151,- 
342,400”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$152,763,400” . 

(d)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$299,512,600”,  “$107,191,300”, 
“$151,342,400” ,  and  “$ 564,046,300' ’  and  inserting  re¬ 
spectively  in  place  thereof  “$308,463,600” ,  “$108,365,300” , 
“$152,763,400”,  and  “$575,592,300”. 

Sec.  206.  ( a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
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is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside  the  United 
States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

a)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities” 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  strike  out  “$148,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$191,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Long 
Beach,  California,  strike  out  “$ 5,984,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$8,169,000” . 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities” , 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California, 
strike  out  “$ 2,256,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “ $2,- 
623,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$ 2,844,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,340,000”. 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)” ,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Miramar,  California,  strike  out  “$ 8,835,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,040,000” . 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugu,  California,  strike  out 
“$ 1,682,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,010,000” . 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “ service  school  facili¬ 
ties”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Mary- 
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land,  strike  out  “$ 7,469,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$10,919,000”. 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “ communications  facil¬ 
ities”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Station, 
San  Francisco,  California,  strike  out  “$2,029,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$3,779,000” . 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facili¬ 
ties”,  with  respect  to  the  Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$443,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$500,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 

amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United 
States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

a)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities” , 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Atsugi,  Japan,  strike 
out  “$ 1,961,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,337 ,000” . 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 

amended  by  striking  out  in  section  203,  “$ 84,043,000 ”  and 
inserting  in  place  thereof  “$85,939 ,000” . 

(d)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 

amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  402  the 

amounts  “$292,572,000”,  “$61,625,000”,  “$84,043,000”, 
and  “$ 438,240,000 ”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place 
thereof  “$303,453,000”,  “$62,001,000”,  “$85,939,000”, 
and  “$451,393,000”. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


101 


TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  estab¬ 
lish  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquir¬ 
ing,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  projects: 

Inside  the  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$4,499,000. 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $594,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition.  $1,583,000. 

Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow,  Montana:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $2,048,000. 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks,  North 
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4  Dakota:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  fa- 

2  cilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  fadlities,  community 

3  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $ 4,466,000 . 

4  Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri: 

5  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
q  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facili- 
7  ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,100,000. 
g  Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael,  California: 
9  Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utili- 

40  ties  ami  ground  improvements,  $614,000. 

41  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan: 

42  Family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 

43  ground  improvements,  $429,000. 

14  K.  I.  Sawyer  Mwiicipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan: 

15  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 

16  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 

17  $905,000. 

18  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore- 

19  gon:  Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 

20  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 

21  $1,299,000. 

22  McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Opera- 

23  tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 

24  and  ground  improvements,  $632,000. 
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McGliee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Supply 
facilities  and  community  facilities,  $ 189,000 . 

Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  North  Dakota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $6,804,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New 
York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $281,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts :  Family 
housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $559,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  California:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,- 
828,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$3,768,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine: 
Community  facilities,  $244,000. 

Bichard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasville,  Wisconsin  : 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $7 ,804,000 . 
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Self  ridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $ 2,898,000 . 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities  and  supply  facilities,  $ 248,000 . 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvement,  $ 694,000 . 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton  Beach, 
New  York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and,  ground  improvements,  $956,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin  :  Utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition,  $130,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,186,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  troop  housing,  and,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,153,000. 

Young  stolen  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio: 
Community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$217,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili- 
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ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $ 44,428,000 . 

AIR  MATERIAL  COMMAND 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $10,410,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,911,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  utilities  and,  ground  improvements, 
$899,000. 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,912,000. 

Olmsted  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,673,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,354,000. 
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Rushmore  Air  Force  Station ,  Rapid  City ,  South  Dakota: 
Community  facilities,  $ 56,000 . 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base:  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,674,000. 

W right-Patter son  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 
and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,777,000. 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 
Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Research 
development,  and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $5,826,000. 

AIR  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 
Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $1,987,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  New  Mexico: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 
and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $11,869 ,000 . 
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Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base ,  Indian  Springs,  Ne¬ 
vada:  Community  facilities,  $206,000. 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,276,000. 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field ,  Bedford,  Massachusetts: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $3,469,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and,  test  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  reed  estate  improvements,  $2,882,000. 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $2,872,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $ 2,193,000 . 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $262,000. 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi:  Operational 
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and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,209,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,848,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land 
acquisition,  $8,249,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $ 763,000 . 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $938,000. 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Community 
facilities,  $436,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,858,000. 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$5,909,000. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


109 


Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition, 
and  real  estate  improvements,  $900,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$4,200,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Troop  housing, 

f 

and  community  facilities,  $1,945,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition , 
$1,977,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  and  ground  improvements. 
$4,118,000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$865,000. 

AIR  UNIVERSITY 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Land 
acquisition,  $50,000. 

CONTINENTAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Medical 


facilities,  $952,000. 
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Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $139,000. 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  Few  York:  Utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$337,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Aeronautical  chart  and  information  center,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri:  Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $620,000. 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $920,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,216,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $745,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey: 
Maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $496,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community 
facilities,  $848,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
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supply  facilities ,  troop  housing,  and  community  facilities, 
$3,344,000. 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $7 ,458,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  supply 
facilities,  $1,487,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 
$5,557,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities , 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $11,510 ,000 . 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $8,966,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,059,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California:  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground 
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improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,076,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $536,000. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities,  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,320,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,361,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $14,638,000. 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  $100,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Bapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Operational  and  training  facilities  and  supply  facilities, 
$1,976,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  $1,480,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $1,357,000. 
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Gray  Air  Force  Base ,  Killeen ,  Texas:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $34,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $19,389,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $380,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Georgia:  Troop 
housing  and  community  facilities,  $994,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana: 
Beal  estate  improvements,  $179,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $12,552,000. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Bio,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  $250,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Land 
acquisition,  $37,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $1,504,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $7,322,000. 
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MacDiU  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $936,000. 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground,  improvements,  $ 3,518,000 . 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Biverside,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $2,347,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home, 
Idaho:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,022,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $7 ,681,000. 

Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburgh,  New  York: 
Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$231,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,344,000. 

Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Community 
facilities,  $372,000. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  com - 
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munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground,  improvements, 
$1,937,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,628,000, 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell,  New  Mexico:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $9,676,000. 

W estover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachu¬ 
setts:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,901,000. 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$235,000. 

TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $ 2,149,000 . 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
community  facilities,  $1,287,000. 

England,  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana: 
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Troop  housing ,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,558,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $683,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $2,478,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $20,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Carolina:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$1,204,000. 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee:  Community 
facilities,  $484,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North 
Carolina:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $9,991,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina:  Troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities,  $1,184,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$229,000. 
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AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilites,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $ 7,331,000 . 

Outside  the  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$4,742,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Community  facilities,  $1,630,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facil¬ 
ities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $11,500,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $247,000. 

FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Hicham  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii:  Troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities,  $2,228,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com- 
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1  munity  facilities ,  and  utilities  and,  ground  improvements, 

2  $ 7,569,000 . 


3  MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

'1  Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 

5  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 

6  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $14,741,000. 

7  STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

S  Andersen  Air  Force  Base,  Guam:  Community  facilities , 
9  $820,000. 


10  Barney  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Bico:  Operational  and 

11  training  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 

12  improvements  and  land  acquisition,  $3,783,000. 

13  Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com- 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 

16  $57,218,000. 
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UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 
Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
^  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate 
^  improvements,  $36,057 ,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$170,000. 
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1  AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

2  Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 

3  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili- 

'TP.O  V'  p  \  *<*  ,  ,rj  N  \  '  .  ,■  «  t  ;  .  K 

4  ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com- 

5  munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 

6  $20,000,000. 

7  Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  establish 

8  or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by 

9  acquiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  in- 

10  stalling  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land 

11  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and 

12  equipment  in  the  total  amount  of  $47,000,000. 

13  Sec.  303.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 

14  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 

15  United  States ”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

^  Under  the  subheading  “ air  defense  command ” — with 

17  respect  to  Pescadero  Consol  an  Station,  Pescadero,  Cali- 

18  forma,  strike  out  “$224,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
29  “$584,000”. 

20  Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command”— 

21  with  respect  to  Clinton-Sherman  Airport,  Clinton,  Okla- 

(  »  f 1"  .  •  *'  ^  *  »  ■’ ' 

22  homa,  strike  out  “$ 11,393,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

23  “$12,686,000”;  and  strike  out  “$ 1,463,000 ”  and  insert  in 

24  place  thereof  “$2,756,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  com- 
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mand” — with  respect  to  Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hemp¬ 
stead,  New  York,  strike  out  “$ 729,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$929,000” ;  and  strike  out  “$686,000”  and,  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$886 ,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$ 27 ,478,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$29,442,000” ;  and  strike  out  “$ 16,192,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$18,156 ,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  so  much  as  reads  “$406,120,000”  and  “$415,- 
949,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$ 409,937,000 ”  and 
“$419,766,000” ,  respectively . 

Sec.  304.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 
Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$1,716,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  $2,717,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  site,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  strike  out  “$ 7 ,709,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,220,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
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Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$ 2,029,000  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,195,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Minot  site,  North  Dakota,  strike 
out  “$ 6,603,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,268,- 
000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Ox¬ 
nard,  California,  strike  out  “$ 2,445,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,935,000” ; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Self  ridge  Air  Force  Base, 
Mount  Clemens,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$ 5,526,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,445,000” ; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Youngstown  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$742,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$893,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma, 
Arizona,  strike  out  “$ 2,107,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,676,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brookley  Air  Force  Base, 
Mobile,  Alabama,  strike  out  “$ 4,170,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,728,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Grifjiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$ 15,803,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$16,654,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force  Base, 
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Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$ 9,522,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,970,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  W right-Patter son  Air  Force 
Base,  Dayton,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$12,001,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$14,508,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base, 
Houston,  Texas,  strike  out  “$ 3,438,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,876,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base, 
San  Angelo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$ 4,081,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,088,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Greenville  Air  Force  Base, 
Greenville,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$500,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$545,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Harlingen  Air  Force  Base, 
Harlingen,  Texas,  strike  out  “$446,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$529,000”  ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  James  Connolly  Air  Force 
Base,  Waco,  Texas,  strike  out  “$883,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,129,000” ; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Mather  Air  Force  Base, 
Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$ 1,516,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,998,000” ; 

(/)  with  respect  to  Beese  Air  Force  Base,  Lub- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


123 


bock ,  Texas,  strike  out  “$ 1,076,000 ”  insert  in 

place  thereof  “$1,304,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Williams  Air  Force  Base, 
Chandler,  Arizona,  strike  out  “$ 1,215,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,556,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “ HEADQUARTERS  COMMAND ” — 
with  respect  to  Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  W ashington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$520,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$825,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command ” — with  respect  to  Indian  Springs  Air  Force 
Base  (Kirtland  Auxiliary  Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada, 
strike  out  “$555,500”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$624,- 
500”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas,  strike  out  “$5,929,000”  and,  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,363,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor, 
Maine,  strike  out  “$11,155,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$12,218,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fair- 
field,  California,  strike  out  “$9,769,000”  and  insert  in 

r-  O 

place  thereof  “$11,473,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Bos- 
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well,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$6,657 ,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$8,324,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “tactical  air  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Alexandria  Air  Force  Base, 
Alexandria,  Louisiana,  strike  out  “$ 2,684,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,527 ,000”  ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base, 
Peru,  Indiana,  strike  out  “$559,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$611,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  George  Air  Force  Base,  Victor¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$ 1,598,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,905,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses 
Lake,  Washington,  strike  out  “$ 4,724,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,197 ,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Sewart  Air  Force  Base, 
Smyrna,  Tennessee,  strike  out  “$ 3,589,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,010,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Con¬ 
tinental  United  States ”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “alaskan  air  command” — 
with  respect  to  Galena  Airfield,  strike  out  “$518,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$735,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “area  control  navigational 
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aids' 1 — with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$526,- 
000"  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “ $1,394, 000" . 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$801,256,000",  “$532,454,000", 
and  “$1,339 ,060,000"  and  inserting  in  place  thereof 
“$824,300,000",  “$533,539,000",  and  “$ 1,363,189,000 ", 
respectively. 

Sec.  305.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  is  amended,  under  the  heading  “ Continental 
United  States"  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command" — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Duluth  Municipal  Airport, 
Duluth,  Minnesota,  strike  out  “$863,000"  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,469,000" ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$ 2,827,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,079,000"; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Glasgow  Air  Force  Base, 
Glasgow,  Montana,  strike  out  “$ 2,470,000 "  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,080,000" ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base, 
Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$18,969 ,000" 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$30,521,000" ; 

(5)  uhth  respect  to  Grandview  Air  Force  Base, 
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Kansas  City,  Missouri,  strike  out  “$ 1,673,000 ”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$1,781,000” ; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$ 2,156,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,336,000” ; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon,  strike  out  “$ 1,130,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,560,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot, 
North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$21,215,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$27,035,000”; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York,  strike  out  “$ 3,030,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,409,000” ; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base, 
Camarillo,  California,  strike  out  “$ 2,392,000 ”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,779,000”  ; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport, 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  strike  out  “$ 2,288,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$2,900,000” ; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wis¬ 
consin,  strike  out  “$ 4,876,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$8,726,000”; 

(13)  with  respect  to  Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base, 
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Oscoda,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$ 3,278,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,808,000” ; 

(14)  with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out 
“$21,510,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,201,000” . 
Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$ 17 ,966,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,005,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Sear  sport  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Searsport,  Maine,  strike  out  “$473,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$745,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Tacoma  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Tacoma,  W ashington,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$251,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$ 5,990,000 ”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “ $7 ,763,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command” — 

a)  with  respect  to  Amarillo  Air  Force  Base, 
Amarillo,  Texas,  strike  out  “ $17 ,121,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$26,471,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma, 
Alabama,  strike  out  “$18,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,000” ; 
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(3)  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  Force  Base , 
Wichita  Falls,  Texas,  strike  out  “$24,433,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$33,858,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno, 
Nevada,  strike  out  “$ 2,221,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,063,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid, 
Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$977,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,064,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  university” — with  respect 
to  Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama,  strike 
out  “$215,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$311,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “ continental  air  com¬ 
mand”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marys¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$ 13,395,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$15,993,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Mari¬ 
etta,  Georgia,  strike  out  “$345,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof,  “$500,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
COMMAND ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field, 
Bedford,  Massachusetts,  strike  out  “$ 6,939,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$7 ,530,000” ; 
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(2)  with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$ 5,488,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$7,220,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “ strategic  air  command ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,190,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced, 
California,  strike  out  “$ 2,179,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,643,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Columbus  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$ 14,518,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$15,322,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base, 
Rapid  City,  South  Dakota,  strike  out  “$943,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,075,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Homestead  Air  Force  Base, 
Homestead,  Florida,  strike  out  “$ 1,694,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,966,000” ; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$ 4,952,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,880,000” ; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base, 
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Great  Falls,  Montana,  strike  out  “$. 1,236,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,586,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Mountain  Home  Air  Force 
Base,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho,  strike  out  “$ 2,064,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,607,000” ; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha, 
Nebraska,  strike  out  “$5,697 ,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$6,155,000” ; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base, 
Plattsburgh,  New  York,  strike  out  “$ 1,491,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,027 ,000”  ; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base, 
Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire,  strike  out  “$661,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$720,000” ; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base, 
Boswell,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$ 2,791,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,181,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “ tactical  air  command ” — 
with  respect  to  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia, 
strike  out  “$ 2,613,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,785,- 
000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United 
States”  as  follows: 
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Under  the  subheading  “northeast  air  command ” — 
with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$ 75,650,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$94,197,000” . 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  402  the 
amounts  “$742,873,000”,  “$405,061,000”,  and  “$1,360,- 
934,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$811,342,000” , 
“$423,608,000” ,  and  “$1,447 ,950,000” ,  respectively. 

Sec.  306.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  302  of  the  Act 
of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1012),  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  proceed¬ 
ing  with  construction  made  necessary  by  changes  in  Air 
Force  missions,  new  weapons  developments,  new  and  un¬ 
foreseen  research  and  development  requirements,  or  im¬ 
proved  production  schedules,  if  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
determines  that  deferral  of  such  construction  for  inclusion 
in  the  next  military  construction  authorization  Act  would 
be  inconsistent  with  interests  of  national  security,  and  in 
connection  therewith  to  acquire,  construct,  convert,  rehabili¬ 
tate,  or  install  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  includ¬ 
ing  land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  util¬ 
ities,  and  equipment,  in  the  total  amount  of  $50,000,000 : 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  or  his  desig¬ 
nee,  shall  notify  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
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Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  immediately  upon 
reaching  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost  of  con¬ 
struction  of  any  public  work  undertaken  under  this  subsec¬ 
tion,  including  those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto  ” 
TITLE  IV— FAMILY  HOUSING 

Sec.  401.  Any  outstanding  authority  heretofore  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119),  the 
Act  of  July  15,  1955  (69  Stat.  324),  and  the  Act  of  August 
3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991)  for  the  provision  of  family  housing 
shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  family  housing  at 
any  installations  for  which  family  housing  is  authorized  to 
be  constructed  under  titles  I,  II,  a?id  III  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  402.  Section  515  of  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  ( 69 
Stat.  324,  352),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1957,  1958,  and 
1959,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
respectively,  are  authorized  to  lease  housing  facilities  at  or 
near  military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents,  if  any, 
without  rental  charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  or  his  designee,  that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate 
housing  facilities  at  or  near  such  military  tactical  imtalla- 
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tions.  Such  housing  facilities  shall  he  leased  on  a  family  or 
individual  unit,  basis  and  not  more  than  five  thousand  of  such 
units  may  he  so  leased  at  any  one  time.  Expenditures  for 
the  (rental  of  such  housing  facilities  may  he  made  out  of  ap¬ 
propriations  available  for  maintenance  and  operation  hut 
may  not  exceed  $150  a  month  for  any  such  unit." 

Sec.  403.  (a)  Family  quarters  to  he  constructed  under 
the  authority  of  titles  1,  II,  and  III  of  the  Act  of  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119),  shall  he  subject  to  the  net 
floor  area  limitations  respectively  prescribed  in  sections 
4774,  7574,  and  9774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 

(b)  Section  404  of  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (63 
Stat.  1119,  1125),  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  404.  Title  10,  United  States  Code,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

( a )  Section  4774  is  amended,  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted,  members  of 
the  Army  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less." 

(b)  Section  7574  is  amended,  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(d)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
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constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members 
of  the  Navy  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(c)  Section  9774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Air  Force  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net 
floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

Sec.  405.  The  second  paragraph  of  section  407  of  the 
Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119,  1125),  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“ The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  from  appropriations  otherwise  available 
for  the  payment  of  quarters  allowances  for  military  per¬ 
sonnel  and  from  appropriate  allotments  or  rental  charges 
for  civilian  personnel,  amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allow¬ 
ances  or  allotments  otherwise  payable  to  or  the  rental 
charges  collected  from  personnel  occupying  any  housing 
constructed  or  acquired  under  authority  of  this  section  after 
deducting  amounts  chargeable  for  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  such  housing:  Provided,  That  such  payments 
shall  not  exceed  the  dollar  equivedent  of  the  value  of  the 

foreign  currencies  used  for  all  such  construction  or 
acquisition.” 
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Sec.  406.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any 
other  law,  and  effective  July  1,  1958,  no  family  hous¬ 
ing  units  shall  he  contracted,  for  or  acquired  at  or  in  support 
of  military  installations  or  activities  unless  the  actual  num¬ 
ber  of  units  involved  has  been  specifically  authorized  by 
an  annual  military  construction  authorization  act. 

(b)  Effective  July  1,  1958,  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  419,  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  second, 
session,  are  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  407.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any 
other  law,  members  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine 
Corps,  Coast  Guard,  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Service,  may  occupy  on  a  rental  basis,  without 
loss  of  basic  allowance  for  quarters,  inadequate  quarters 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  any  of  the  uniformed  services,  not¬ 
withstanding  that  such  quarters  may  have  been  constructed 
or  converted  for  assignment  as  public  quarters. 

(b)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  administered 
under  regulations  approved  by  the  President. 

(c)  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force  for  the  respective  military  departments,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  for  the  Coast  Guard  when  the  Coast  Guard  is 
operating  as  a  service  in  the  Treasury  Department,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce  for  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  for  the 
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Public  Health  Service  (hereafter  referred  to  as  the  “Sec¬ 
retaries”),  are  each  authorized,  subject  to  standards  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  (a)  above,  to  designate  as  rental  housing 
such  housing  as  he  may  determine  to  be  inadequate  as  public 
quarters. 

(d)  The  Secretaries  are  each  further  authorized,  sub¬ 
ject  to  standards  established  pursuant  to  subsection  (a) 
above,  to  lease  inadequate  housing  to  personnel  of  any  of  the 
mentioned  services  for  occupancy  by  them.  The  housing 
facilities  leased,  as  herein  provided,  shall  not  be  required 
to  have  been  constructed  with  funds  derived  from  appro¬ 
priations  specifically  made  for  the  purpose  of  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  rental  housing  for  personnel  of  the  services  mentioned. 
TITLE  V— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  501.  The  Secretary  of  each  military  department 
may  proceed  to  establish  or  develop  installations  and  facili¬ 
ties  under  this  Act  without  regard  to  sections  3648  and 
3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  sections 
4774  (d)  and  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code . 
The  authority  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improve¬ 
ments  on  land  includes  authority  for  surveys,  administration, 
overhead,  planning,  and  supervision  incident  to  construc¬ 
tion.  That  authority  may  be  exercised  before  title  to  the 
land  is  approved  under  section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
as  amended,  and  even  though  the  land  is  held  temporarily . 
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The  authority  to  acquire  real  estate  or  land  includes  au¬ 
thority  to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire  land,  and  interests 
in  land  (including  temporary  use),  hy  gift,  purchase,  ex¬ 
change  of  Government-owned,  land,  or  otherwise. 

Sec.  502.  There  are  authorized  to  he  appropriated  such 
sums  as  may  he  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  hut 
appropriations  for  public  works  projects  authorized  hy  titles 
I,  II,  and  III  shall  not  exceed — 

(1)  for  title  I:  Inside  the  United  States,  $114,- 
949,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $34,477 ,000 ;  sec¬ 
tion  102,  $143,002,000 ;  or  a  total  of  $292,428,000 ; 

(2)  for  title  11:  Inside  the  United  States,  $216,- 
175,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $47 ,695,000 ;  sec¬ 
tion  202,  $59,056,000 ;  or  a  total  of  $322,926,000 ; 
and 

(3)  for  title  III:  Inside  the  United  States,  $380,- 
354,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $160,705,000 ;  sec¬ 
tion  302,  $47,000,000 ;  or  a  total  of  $588,059,000. 
Sec.  503.  Any  of  the  amounts  named  in  title  1,  11,  or 

III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned,  he  increased  hy  5  per  centum  for  projects  inside  the 
United,  States  and  hy  10  per  centum  for  projects  outside 
the  United  States.  However,  the  total  cost  of  all  projects 
in  each  such  title  may  not  he  more  than  the  total  amount 
authorized  to  he  appropriated  for  projects  in  that  title. 
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Sec.  504.  Whenever — 

(1)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with 
section  2313  (h)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  for 
contracts  made  under  this  Act  for  the  establishment 
or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities  in 
foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out 
of  this  Act;  and 

(2)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller 
General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  ade¬ 
quately  auditing  those  contracts ; 

the  President  may  exempt  those  contracts  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  that  section. 

Sec.  505.  Contracts  made  by  the  United  States  under 
this  Act  shall  be  awarded,  insofar  as  practicable,  on  a  com¬ 
petitive  basis  to  the  loivest  responsible  bidder,  if  the 
national  security  will  not  be  impaired  and  the  award  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  chapter  137  of  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  9,  1955  (69  Stat.  547, 
551 ) .  The  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments  shall 
report  semiannually  to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  with  respect  to 
all  contracts  awarded  on  other  than  a  competitive  basis  to 
the  lowest  responsible  bidder. 

Sec.  506.  As  of  July  1,  1.958,  all  authorizations  for 
military  public  works  to  be  accomplished,  by  the  Secretary 
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of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities, 
and  all  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor,  that  are 
contained  in  Acts  approved  before  July  28,  1954,  and 
not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later  authoriza¬ 
tion  are  repealed,  except — 

(1 )  authorizations  for  public  works  and  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor  that  are  set  forth  in  those  Acts  in  the 
titles  that  contain  the  general  provisions; 

(2)  the  authorization  for  public  works  projects  as 
to  which  appropriated  funds  have  been  obligated  for 
construction  contracts  in  whole  or  in  part  before  July 
1,  1958,  and  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor; 

(3)  the  authorizations  for  public  works  and  the 
appropriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  sections 
2231-2238  of  title  10  United  States  Code,  as  amended 
(50  U.  S.  C.  882,  883,  885,  886); 

(4)  the  authorization  for  the  development  of  the 
Line  of  Communications,  France,  in  the  amount  of 
$ 60,000,000  that  is  contained  in  title  I,  section  102,  of 
Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress; 

(5)  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  410 
of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1016), 
the  authorization  for  (a)  development  of  classified  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  amount  of  $ 6,439,000  that  is  contained  in 
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title  I,  section  102,  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951 
(65  Stat.  336,  343),  and  (b)  development  of  classified 
facilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,654,000  that  is  contained 
in  title  I,  section  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952 
(66  Stat.  606,  609) ;  and 

(6)  the  authorization  for  public  works  and  for  the 
appropriations  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  Act 
of  April  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  47),  as  amended. 

Sec.  507 .  None  of  the  authority  contained  in  titles  I, 
II,  and  Ill  of  this  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  authorized  any 
building  construction  project  within  the  continental  United 
States  at  an  average  nationwide  unit  cost  in  excess  of — 

(a)  $28  per  square  foot  for  cold-storage  ware¬ 
housing; 

(b)  $6  per  square  foot  for  regular  warehousing; 

(c)  $1,850  per  man  for  permanent  barracks; 

(d)  $7,500  per  man  for  bachelor  officer  quarters, 
unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  determines  that,  because  of 
special  circumstances,  application  to  such  project  of  the 
limitation  on  unit  costs  contained  in  this  section  is  imprac¬ 
ticable. 

Sec.  508.  Section  9  of  the  Air  Force  Academy  Act,  as 
amended’  (68  Stat.  49),  is  further  amended  by  striking  out 
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1  in  the  first  sentence  the  figure  “$ 126,000,000 ”  and  insert- 

2  ing  in  place  thereof  the  figure  “$135,425,000” . 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  July  10,  1957. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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1957, 

the  best  methods  of  protecting  and 
strengthening  the  Nation. 

As  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  In¬ 
diana,  which  cherishes  so  highly  the  sov¬ 
ereign  independence  of  our  States,  I  am 
happy  to  pay  tribute  to  a  Senator  who 
for  so  many  years  served  the  Federal 
Union  of  sovereign  States  which  is  the 
keystone  of  our  liberty. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President, _I 
wish  to  associate  myself  with  all  of'my 
colleagues  who  have  preceded  me  today, 
and  also  with  those  who  may  follow,  in 
what  they  have  said  or  may  say  in  eulo¬ 
gizing  and  paying  tribute  to  our  de¬ 
ceased  friend  and  former  colleague,  Wal¬ 
ter  F.  George,  of  Georgia. 

Nothing  has  been  said  here  today,  and 
nothing  will  be  said,  however  generous 
and  complimentary,  that  can  possibly  be 
regarded  as  an  exaggeration  or  extrava¬ 
gance  in  praise  of  him  whom  I  admired 
and  esteemed  as  one  of  the  greatest 
Americans  I  have  been  privileged  to 
know. 

I  can  truly  say  that  my  life  has  been 
enriched,  and  the  value  of  my  labors  here 
in  the  Senate  has  been  greatly  enhanced, 
by  reason  of  my  knowing  him,  my  asso¬ 
ciation  with  him,  the  bond  of  friendship 
that  existed  between  us,  and  his  counsel 
which  I  so  frequently  sought  and  re¬ 
ceived  on  many  perplexing  problems 
and  issues  we  have  had  to  resolve. 

I  often  sought  his  advice — particularly 
so  on  measures  involving  taxation  and 
revenues,  and  on  questions  relating  to 
foreign  affairs.  I  frequently  discussed 
with  him,  and  sought  his  opinion  on,  the 
overall  policies  of  our  Government,  for 
there  was  no  one  whose  judgment  I  re¬ 
spected  more  than  his. 

He  was  possessed  of  great  mental 
capacity,  an  astute  and  analytical  mind, 
and  a  profound  wisdom  of  a  quality  un¬ 
excelled  among  the  statesmen  of  our 
time. 

He  was  endowed  with  thos  superb  and 
admirable  qualities  of  human  kindness, 
sympathy,  understanding,  and  consid¬ 
eration  for  his  f ellowman ;  and  yet  he  was 
strong,  firm,  and  unyielding  in  his  con¬ 
victions.  Motivated  at  all  times  by  the 
highest  ideals  and  purposes,  he  pursued 
his  labors,  met  his  responsibilities,  and 
discharged  his  duties  with  resolute  de¬ 
termination  and  with  fearless  and  un¬ 
faltering  courage. 

I  cannot  even  begin  in  these  few  re¬ 
marks  to  enumerate  or  evaluate  the  great 
contribution  he  made  to  the  welfare  of 
our  people,  to  the  security  of  our  coun¬ 
try,  and  of  the  preservation  of  human 
liberty,  of  freedom,  and  our  American 
way  of  life.  History  will  make  an  accu¬ 
rate  appraisal  of  that,  and  I  am  sure  it 
will  accord  him  his  proper  place  among 
the  great  of  all  time. 

We  know  he  never  sought  wealth.  He 
never  permitted  the  material  to  detract 
from  or  obscure  the  more  precious  and 
enduring  truths  of  spiritual  values.  He 
was  loyal  and  faithful  to  friendships  and 
obligations;  he  was  consecrated  in  his 
faith  and  was  wholly  dedicated  to  the 
performance  of  his  duties  and  to  the 
service  and  welfare  of  all  mankind. 

When  the  President  of  the  United 
States  said  that  he  felt  a  keen  personal 
Ipss  when  Mr.  George  passed  away,  he 


spoke  truly  for  millions  of  American  citi¬ 
zens.  We  here  in  the  Senate  too  feel, 
and  shall  always  feel,  that  we  have  ex¬ 
perienced  a  keen  personal  loss  now  that 
our  friend  has  gone.  But  we  have  this 
consolation;  we  know  that  he  left  to  us 
an  example  of'  sterling  character, 
dynamic  integrity,  and  able  and  devoted 
statesmanship  worthy  of  our  emulation 
and  a  heritage  of  beautiful  memories  that 
we  shall  always  cherish  and  revere. 

i  ______ 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT  AGREE¬ 
MENTS— LIMITATION  OF  DEBATE 

ON*  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION 

BILL  AND  NIAGARA  POWER  BILL 

During  the  delivery  of  eulogies  on  the 
late  Senator  George, 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
may  submit  two  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreements,  with  the  under¬ 
standing  that  this  colloquy  and  the  ac¬ 
tion  thereon  will  appear  at  the  end  of 
the  tributes  to  the  late  Senator  George. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  submit,  in 
behalf  of  the  distinguished  minority 
leader  [Mr.  Knowland]  and  myself,  the 
following  two  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreements: 

Ordered,  That  when  the  Senate  proceeds 
to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  8240) 
to  authorize  certain  construction  of  military 
installations,  debate  on  any  amendment,  mo¬ 
tion,  or  appeal,  except  a  motion  to  lay  on 
the  table,  shall  be  limited  to  30  minutes  to 
be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
mover  of  any  such  amendment  or  motion 
and  the  majority  leader:  Provided,  That  in 
the  event  the  majority  leader  is  in  favor  of 
any  such  amendment  or  motion,  the  time  in 
opposition  thereto  shall  be  controlled  by 
the  minority  leader  or  some  Senator  desig¬ 
nated  by  him :  Provided  farther.  That  no 
amendment  that  is  not  germane  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  said  bill  shall  be  received. 

Ordered  further,  That  on  the  question  of 
the  final  passage  of  the  said  bill,  debate  shall 
be  limited  to  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled,  respectively,  by  the  majority 
and  minority  leaders:  Provided,  That  the 
said  leaders,  or  either  of  them,  may,  from 
the  time  under  their  control  on  the  passage 
of  the  said  bill,  allot  additional  time  to  any 
Senator  during  the  consideration  of  any 
amendment,  motion,  or  appeal. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  to  which  bill  does  the 
Senator  refer? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  mili¬ 
tary  construction  bill,  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  submit 
another  proposed  unanimous-consent 
agreement  which  is  agreeable  to  the 
Senator  from  New  York  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Pennsylvania.  I  submit  it  on 
behalf  of  the  distinguished  minority 
.  leader  and  myself : 

Ordered,  That  during  the  further  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  8643,  the  Niagara 
power  bill,  debate  upon  an  amendment  to  be 
proposed  by  Mr.  Clark  (for  himself,  Mr.  Neu- 
bercer,  and  Mr.  Lattsche)  ,  on  page  2,  line 
21,  or  upon  any  motion  or  amendment  re¬ 


lating  thereto,  shall  be  limited  to  2  hours, 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  Mr. 
Clark  and  the  majority  leader;  that  upon 
any  other  amendment  or  motion,  debate 
shall  be  limited  to  30  minutes,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  mover  of  any 
such  amendment  and  the  majority  leader: 
Provided,  That  in  the  event  the  majority 
leader  is  in  favor  of  any  amendment  pro¬ 
posed  to  the  bill,  the  time  in  opposition 
thereto  shall  be  controlled  by  the  minority 
leader  or  some  Senator  designated  by  him : 
Provided,  That  no  amendment  that  is  not 
germane  to  the  provisions  of  the  said  bill 
shall  be  received. 

Ordered  further,  That  debate  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  shall  be 
limited  to  2  hours,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  majority  and  minority 
leaders:  Provided  further,  That  the  said 
leaders,  or  either  of  thdm,  may,  from  the 
time  under  their  control  on  the  passage  of 
the  said  bill  allot  addititional  time  to  any 
Senator  during  the  consideration  of  any 
amendment,  motion  or  appeal. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  proposed  unanimous- 
consent  agreement?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  should  like  to  announce  it  may 
be  that  the  time  allowed  on  both  the 
military -construction  bill  and  the  Ni¬ 
agara  bill  amendments  will  not  be  con¬ 
sumed.  So  all  Senators  should  be  on 
notice  that  we  are  going  to  attempt  to 
get  action  on  both  bills  before  we  con¬ 
clude  our  deliberations  today. 


ORDER  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  TO  12 
O’CLOCK  NOON  TOMORROW 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  if  it  is  agreeable  to  the  minority 
leader,  I  am  going  to  suggest,  since  com¬ 
mittees  have  work  they  can  do  tomorrow 
and  since  we  both  have  policy  commit¬ 
tee  meetings,  that  the  Senate  convene  at 
12  o'clock  tomorrow. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  That  is  agreeable. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  when  the  Senate  con¬ 
cludes  its  business  today,  it  stand  in  ad¬ 
journment  until  12  o’clock  noon  to¬ 
morrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


ORDER  FOR  TRANSACTION  OF  ROU¬ 
TINE  BUSINESS  ON  TOMORROW 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when 
the  Senate  convenes  tomorrow  following 
an  adjournment  and  has  the  usual  morn¬ 
ing  hour  for  the  transaction  of  routine 
business  only,  there  be  a  3-minute  limi¬ 
tation  on  statements. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

i.n  in  i-  i  ■  ■■  i  -  u  ■  Wui 


CONSTRUCTION  AT  MILITARY 
INSTALLATIONS 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded,  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Javits  in  the  chair) .  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered.  The  Chair  lays  before 
the  Senate  the  unfinished  business,  which 
is  H.  R.  8240. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  8240)  to  authorize  cer¬ 
tain  construction  at  military  installa¬ 
tions,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  the  unanimous-consent  agree¬ 
ment  previously  entered  into,  the  time  for 
debate  is  equally  divided  and  controlled. 
The  time  allowed  on  each  amendment  is 
30  minutes,  equally  divided,  and  1  hour 
is  allowed  on  the  bill,  equally  divided. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  How  is  the  time  di¬ 
vided  on  the  bill  and  on  amendments? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  for  debate  on  the  bill  is  limited  to  1 
hour,  30  minutes  to  each  side,  and  30 
minutes  on  each  amendment,  equally  di¬ 
vided  between  the  proponents  and  op- 
ponets. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  al¬ 
low  myself  15  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Mississippi  is  recognized 
for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  H.  R. 
8240  is  the  annual  military  construction 
bill,  for  military  construction  projects 
at  home  and  abroad,  classified  and  un¬ 
classified,  exclusive  of  family  housing, 
most  of  which  is  called  Capehart  hous¬ 
ing,  and  also  exclusive  of  Public  Law 
480,  which  has  to  do  with  agricultural 
commodities. 

Mr.  President,  when  the  figures  were 
first  submitted  by  the  services  to  the 
Department  of  Defense,  the  total  amount 
requested  for  fiscal  1958,  in  round  num¬ 
bers,  was  $3.6  billion.  The  Department 
of  Defense  reduced  that  total  to  $2.09 
billion.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  first 
submitted  a  figure  of  $1,779,000,000. 
Then  there  was  a  second  request  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget — which  was  the 
figure  submitted  when  the  hearing 
started— of  $1,561,000,000. 

The  bill  itself  recommends  $1,203,- 
000,000,  which  is  a  reduction  of  approxi¬ 
mately  34  percent  from  the  amount 
originally  requested. 

Mr.  President,  these  reductions  were 
effected  largely  through  the  application 
of  certain  criteria  which  were  adopted 
by  the  Committee  in  its  early  delibera¬ 
tions  in  January  and  February  of  this 
year.  Those  criteria  appear  on  pa^s  2 
and  3  of  the  Committee  report. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  that 
part  of  the  report  on  pages  2  and  3  which 
is  entitled,  “Criteria.” 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
from  the  report  (No.  842)  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Criteria 

In  order  to  insure  a  review  procedure  which, 
would  meet  both  the  interests  of  economy 
and  military  need,  a  standard  criteria  was 
established  in  light  of  which  all  service 
requests  were  compared.  In  general  outline, 
this  criteria  is  as  follows: 

1.  Items  considered  firm  requirements : 

(a)  All  operational  aspects  properly  justi¬ 
fied  and  for  which  the  services  plan  to  request 
fiscal  year  1958  appropriations. 

(b)  Replacement  of  irreparable  facilities 
considered  essential  to  morale  and  well¬ 
being. 


(c)  Chapels. 

(d)  Community  and  recreational  facili¬ 
ties  and  housing  at  isolated  installations,  or 
where  local  civilian  community  support  does 
not  exist  at  an  adequate  level. 

(e)  Key  service  school  installations  for 
which  the  services  have  a  long  peacetime 
need. 

(f)  Deficiency  authorizations  pertaining 
to  prior-authorized  projects  resultant  from 
cost-of-living  increases,  from  changes  in 
military  technology,  and  new  operational 
concepts. 

2.  Items  considered  feasible  to  delete  or 
defer : 

(a)  Officers  clubs,  noncommissioned  offi¬ 
cers  clubs,  commissaries,  post  exchanges, 
theaters,  and  so  forth,  where  adequate  fa¬ 
cilities  already  exist,  substitute  facilities  are 
available,  or  local  civilian  community  can 
provide  similar  support. 

(b)  Replacement  of  .  existing  administra¬ 
tion  buildings,  warehouses,  and  headquarters 
buildings. 

(c)  Barracks  and  bachelor  officers  quarters 
where  50  percent  of  permanent  construction 
program  is  already  provided,  or  under  con¬ 
struction,  or  where  existing  World  War  II 
assets  can  continue  to  be  utilized  on  an 
economical  basis. 

(d)  Family  housing  where  there  exists 
adequate  civilian  community  support  or  suf¬ 
ficient  prior  authorization. 

(e)  All  items  not  being  funded. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  quite 
briefly  with  respect  to  the  criteria:  The 
first  criterion  is  that  all  operational  as¬ 
pects,  to  be  considered  firm  requirements, 
are  to  be  properly  justified  and  for  them 
the  services  plan  to  request  fiscal  1958 
appropriations. 

I  can  say  to  the  Senate  that  in  all  the 
reductions  recommended  there  is  not  one 
which  we  believe  in  any  way  would  im¬ 
pair  the  bone  and  muscle  of  the  bill  or 
in  any  way  would  impair  the  essential 
requirements  of  the  military-construc¬ 
tion  program  for  the  fiscal  year  1958. 

We  did  not  include  any  item  in  the 
bill  for  which  the  budget  did  not  request 
authorization.  Therefore,  any  Senator 
who  is  interested  in  any  project  which 
has  been  excluded  by  the  committee,  will 
know  that  it  was  not  considered  by  the 
committee. 

Furthermore,  we  made  inquiry  with 
respect  to  what  requests  the  Department 
of  Defense  was  going  to  make  along  the 
line  of  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
1958.  If  the  Department  of  Defense 
reported  that  it  was  not  going  to  make 
any  requfest  for  an  appropriation  for  a 
particular  project  in  1958,  we  deferred 
the  authorization  for  that  item.  That 
does  not  mean  we  rejected  it-or  that  we 
disallowed  it ;  it  means  that  there  would 
be  no  financing,  therefore  there  was  no 
need  for  an  authorization. 

Thus  we  bring  closer  into  line  the  au¬ 
thorizations  and  appropriations.  In  the 
past  few  years  we  have  had  many  bills 
which  authorized  military  construction 
all  over  the  world.  Because  of  changing 
conditions  many  of  those  projects  were 
never  built. 

Pursuing  our  trend  for  another  year 
will  bring  the  situation  more  into  focus, 
and  will  serve  to  bring  a  closer  relation¬ 
ship  between  authorizations  and  appro¬ 
priations,  which  we  think  should  prevail. 
Therefore,  approximately  $350  million 
worth  of  new  authorizations  have  been 
deferred.  They  relate  mostly  to  projects 
which  have  not  been  rejected  and  not 


fcondemned,  but  merely  deferred.  There 
was  no  request  for  an  appropriation  for 
them.  I  have  a  list  of  those  projects,  and 
if  any  Senator  wishes  to  inquire  about 
them,  I  can  show  him  the  list.  Perhaps 
we  can  later  put  the  list  in  the  Record, 
for  the  information  of  all  Senators. 

I  believe  particular  attention  should  be 
called  to  one  phase  of  the  bill,  the  one 
having  reference  to  the  Capehart  hous¬ 
ing.  It  is  contemplated  that  in  the 
neighborhood  of  95,000  units  of  Capehart 
housing  will  be  built  in  fiscal  year  1958. 

No  line  authorization  Is  necessary  and 
no  appropriation  is  necessary  for  those 
items.  At  an  average  of  $15,000  each 
they  will  total,  in  round  numbers,  one 
billion  five  hundred  and  twenty  million 
dollars.  It  shows  that  for  the  Capehart 
housing  alone  the  amount  is  something 
like  $300  million  more  than  is  provided 
in  the  entire  military  construction  bill. 
For  that  reason,  and  for  other  reasons, 
we  recommend  in  the  bill  that  the  so- 
called  Capehart  housing  program  be  dis¬ 
continued  and  repealed,  and  cease  to 
exist  as  such,  after  June  30,  1958,  that 
date  having  been  put  forward  that  much 
to  allow  a  reasonable  transition  period 
from  one  program  to  another,  because 
the  alternative  would  be  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  justify  the  new  housing 
program  and  to  get  an  appropriation  for 
it,  just  as  it  is  necessary  to  do  for  other 
military  construction.  There  must  be 
time  in  which  to  transfer  from  one  sys¬ 
tem  to  another.  It  is  too  late  to  make 
appropriations  and  to  justify  line  items. 

The  present  program  for  this  type  of 
building  will  run  for  1  year.  Thereafter 
it  goes  back  to  line  authorizations  and 
appropriations,  which  we  believe  there 
will  bring  about  a  better  program  and  a 
better  system,  will  enable  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  get  more  Tor  its  money,  and 
will  assure  the  persons  for  whom  the 
houses  are  built  better  houses  for  the 
money. 

The  bill  provides  for  2,640  units  at  a 
cost  of  approximately  $52  million.  That 
is  family  housing  to  which,  for  one  rea¬ 
son  or  another,  the  Capehart  housing 
law  does  not  apply,  perhaps  because  the 
housing  is  located  in  remote  areas  or 
areas  of  inaccessibility,  and  because  of 
special  circumstances. 

The  bill  contains  a  rather  elaborate 
provision  for  substandard  housing.  It 
represents  the  contents  of  a  bill  which 
passed  the  House  in  one  form  and  passed 
the  Senate  in  another  form  last  year. 
At  that  time  the  House  and  Senate  were 
unable  to  get  together  on  the  program, 
and  the  bill  did  not  become  law.  The  bill 
this  year  includes  the  version  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  which  passed  the  Senate  last  year. 
In  the  House  the  bill  is  known  as  the 
Bennett  bill.  I  hope  the  differences  be¬ 
tween  the  two  Houses  on  this  subject 
can  be  worked  out  in  conference,  because 
the  subject  matter,  we  think,  is  very 
timely. 

Mr.  President,  before  I  am  interrupted 
by-questions,  I  wish  especially  to  thank, 
and  to  commend  as  well,  my  colleagues 
on  the  subcommittee  which  considered 
the  bill — the  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  [Mr.  Case]  and  the  Senator  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Jackson].  The  bill 
contains  about  4,000  lines  of  items  and 
represents  days  and  days  of  hearings,  in 
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addition  to  a  large  amount  of  field- 
work.  The  two  Senators  I  have  named 
are  experts  on  the  matter  in  many  ways. 
They  worked  very  diligently,  most  hap¬ 
pily,  most  cooperatively,  and  very  effec¬ 
tively.  They  have  done  as  much  work  on 
the  bill  as  I  have,  if  not  more.  They 
deserve  more  credit  than  I  do  for  what 
has  been  done.  On  behalf  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  and  on  behalf  of  the  Senate, 
I  thank  them.  It  has  been  a  great  treat 
for  me  to  work  with  them. 

In  a  large  measure,  the  subcommittee 
has  been  guided  in  the  writing  of  the 
bill  by  the  able  and  timely  assistance  of 
our  staff  member.  Col.  Kenneth  BeLieu, 
who  has  rendered  outstanding  service 
and  has  helped  to  prepare  a  report  which 
I  think  is  really  outstanding  and  should 
be  in  the  files  of  every  Senator  and  every 
Senator’s  staff.  That  report  contains 
a  world  of  up-to-date  information  on  the 
entire  building  program,  and  a  great 
number  of  suggestions,  as  well. 

The  bill  contains  a  provision  for  $115 
million  as  an  installment  on  what .  is 
called  the  Nike  program.  That  is  the 
air-to-ground  missile  defense. 

Mr.  President,  in  that  connection,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record  pages  21  and 
22  and  half  of  page  23  of  the  report — 
No.  842 — under  the  the  subject  Conti¬ 
nental  Air  Defense. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  material 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Continental  Air  Defense 

During  the  course  of  this  and  last  years’ 
hearings  on  the  military  construction  au¬ 
thorization  bills,  it  has  become  increasingly 
apparent  to  the  committee  that  more  and 
more  of  our  military  resources  are  being  di¬ 
rected  to  the  field  of  continental  air  defense. 
Last  year,  the  committee  said: 

“While  it  is  not  the  committee’s  intent  to 
delve  into  the  broad  fields  of  military  strat¬ 
egy  or  policy,  the  very  act  of  authorizing 
military  construction  and  base  structure  fa¬ 
cilities  is  in  itself  a  policymaking  function, 
particularly  when  it  deals  with  the  founda¬ 
tions  for  weapons  systems  and  the  bases 
from  which  operations  will  be  conducted. 
As  mentioned  before,  DEW  line  is  a  billion- 
dollar  project  and  so  is  SAGE.  The  Nike- 
Talos  systems  is  a  multi-billion-dollar  pro¬ 
gram.  These  things  are  basically  for  de¬ 
fensive  purposes.  In  reviewing  the  require¬ 
ments  contained  in  this  bill  for  facilities  and 
systems  to  provide  passive  defense,  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  had  occasion  to  question  whether 
there  might  be  a  dangerous  trend  toward  a 
‘Maginot  line’  type  of  thinking,  and  with  the 
construction  and  establishment  of  fixed  de¬ 
fense  installations,  whether  the  military  pos¬ 
ture  of  the  Nation  might  as  a  result  be  lim¬ 
ited  in  offensive  capabilities.’’ 

The  committee  is  still  of  the  same  frame 
of  mind.  It  believes  the  time  has  come  to 
reevaluate  and  to  insure  that  our  efforts  are 
spent  only  on  those  systems  that  will  meet 
future  requirements.  The  committee  be¬ 
lieves  that  close  and  continuous  scrutiny 
must  be  given  the  subject  in  order  that  too 
great  a  priority  is  not  given  to  defensive 
aspects,  even  to  the  extent  of  denying  funds 
and  authorizations  and  of  cutting  back  exist¬ 
ing  programs  in  favor  of  those  which  promise 
greater  results.  Obviously,  until  we  have  an 
offensive  weapon  system  which  will  com¬ 
pletely  deter  an  aggressor,  we  must  maintain 
adequate  defenses.  An  adequate  defense 
system,  however,  must  be  designed  to  keep 
pace  in  a  flexible  manner  with  any  threat 
against  the  United  States.  In  view  of  the 


ever-increasing  capacity  of  offensive  weapons, 
both  in  our  hands  and  in  those  of  the  poten¬ 
tial  aggressor,  the  committee  cannot  help  but 
feel  uncomfortable  at  the  thought  of  spend¬ 
ing  increased  amounts  for  the  weapons  which 
represent  but  a  last-ditch  symbol.  Defen¬ 
sive  operations,  in  the  opinion  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  should  not  be  hampered  by  an  ab¬ 
sence  of  initiative  which  the  committee 
believes  is  inherent  in  fixed  positions.  One 
has  only  to  remember  what  happened  to  the 
“Maginot  line”  concept  to  be  well  aware  of 
this  point. 

Approximately  40  percent  of  this  year’s 
Army-construction  program  is  devoted  to 
Nike.  Nike  is  a  fixed-point  defensive  system. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  when  the  Korean 
war  broke  out,  it  was  decided  to  deploy  anti¬ 
aircraft  units  in  defense  of  key  installations 
in  the  United  States.  At  first,  conventional 
gun  battalions  were  used.  Then  as  the  Nike 
was  developed,  the  gun  battalions  were  more 
and  more  replaced  by  Nike  battalions.  The 
committee  believes  the  original  Nike  system 
was  properly  conceived  to  meet  a  need  exist¬ 
ing  at  that  time,  that  it  fills  a  requirement 
as  of  now;  however,  the  committee  questions 
the  wisdom  of  future  extensions  of  the  sys¬ 
tem  on  a  larger  scale.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  weapons  of  mass  destruction  can  be  re¬ 
leased  at  great  distances  from  their  poten¬ 
tial  targets,  the  committee  came  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  the  time  is  at  hand  when 
emphasis  must  be  placed  on  weapons  systems 
which  will  provide  greater  defense  in  depth. 

The  committee  also  became  quite  con¬ 
cerned  over  the  possibility  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army  might  be  placing  too  much 
emphasis  and  devoting  too  much  of  its  effort 
to  static-defense  concepts.  It  feels  that  the 
Army  must  place  first  priority  on  the  capa¬ 
bility  to  engage  in  successful  and  sustained 
ground  combat — that  this  mission  must  not 
be  subordinated  to  any  other. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  committee 
seriously  considered  recommending  that  no 
further  authorization  be  approved  to  expand 
the  existing  Nike  system.  It  does  not  so  rec¬ 
ommend  only  because  the  best  military  ad¬ 
vice  available  strongly  recommended  that 
the  committee  approve  the  program.  The 
committee  thoroughly  reviewed  the  subject. 
It  was  made  the  topic  of  a  special  classified 
briefing  conducted  by  a  representative  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  senior  departmental 
witnesses.  Results  of  this  briefing  were  such 
as  to  convince  the  committee  that  even 
though  it  still  has  doubts,  it  has  no  other  re¬ 
course  than  to  recommend  the  Nike  funds  be 
authorized  in  this  year’s  construction  pro¬ 
gram. 

Even  though  the  committee  was  impressed 
by  the  aforementioned  briefing,  it  could  not 
help  but  conclude  that  in  many  areas  each 
military  service  is  developing  weapons  sys¬ 
tems  in  a  seeming  effort  to  become  self-suf¬ 
ficient  apparently  with  little  regard  to  those 
in  existence^,  or  being  developed  by  other 
services.  The  committee  requests  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  to  take  vigorous  action  to 
insure  that  only  those  systems  are  approved 
and  maintained  that  fit  in  with  the  overall 
strategic  doctrine  (and  at  this  point,  it  can¬ 
not  help  but  state  that  it  hopes  this  doctrine 
will  be  tailored  to  tactical  and  strategic  re¬ 
quirements  rather  than  budgetary  decisions) . 
The  committee  feels  that  it  is  pertinent  at 
this  time  to  quote  from  Henry  A.  Kissinger’s 
article  in  tlae  Foreign  Affairs  magazine  of 
April  1957,  entitled  "Strategy  and  Organiza¬ 
tion”: 

“In  the  absence  of  a  generally  understood 
doctrine,  our  actions  will  of  necessity  prove 
haphazard;  conflicting  proposals  will  com¬ 
pete  with  each  other  without  an  effective 
basis  for  their  resolution.  Each  problem,  as 
it  arises,  will  seem  novel  and  energies  will  be 
absorbed  in  analyzing  its  nature  rather  than 
in  seeking  solutions.  Our  services  will  find 
it  impossible  to  make  a  meaningful  choice 


among  the  mass  of  new  weapons  with  which 
their  research  and  development  programs 
will  soon  overwhelm  them.  We  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  cede  the  initiative  to  others  and  our 
course  will  become  increasingly  defensive.” 

The  requirements  for  each  new  weapon  or 
system  when  presented  to  the  committee 
have  been  justified  mainly  on  the  ground  of 
technological  advances  and  military  capa¬ 
bilities.  This  is  only  natural  and  proper  but 
it  is  also  only  logical  to  expect  certain  older 
and  superseded  systems  to  be  discarded. 
Earlier  this  year,  the  Chief  of  Naval  Opera¬ 
tions  in  an  appearance  before  a  subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions,  stated  in  part,  “we  are  converting 
cruisers  to  missile  ships — and  we  are  build¬ 
ing  guided  missile  destroyers — because  guns 
are  no  longer  effective  against  modern  air¬ 
craft.  We  are  converting  to  a  guided  missile 
capability  as  fast  as  we  can.”  The  commit¬ 
tee  cannot  help  but  question  the  retention 
and  maintenance  of  conventional  antiair¬ 
craft  artillery  units  in  the  troop  structure. 
At  this  very  moment  the  committee  is  in 
receipt  of  requests  to  approve  leasing  ar¬ 
rangements  in  order  that  conventional  AAA 
gun  battalions  may  continue  to  be  deployed 
in  defense  of  key  installations.  It  surely 
would  appear  that  if  further  troop  reductions 
are  to  be  made,  they  should  be  made  in  this 
area. 

The  committee  believes  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  must  not  only  closely  scruti¬ 
nize  the  extent  to  which  our  limited  mili¬ 
tary  resources  are  allocated  to  air  defense, 
including  area  and  point  missile  systems  and 
manned  interceptors,  but  must  also  take 
positive  steps  to  eliminate  ineffective 
weapon  systems. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  in  yes¬ 
terday’s  New  York  Times  there  appeared 
an  article  by  Hanson  W.  Baldwin  en-» 
titled  “New  Missile  Program  Is  Left  Up 
to  McElroy.”  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  article  on  this  great  problem 
be  included  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

New  Missile  Program  Is  Left  Up  to  Mc¬ 
Elroy — Choice  of  Weafons  and  Assign¬ 
ment  to  Services  Yet  To  Be  Decided 

(By  Hanson  W.  Baldwin) 

Secretary  Charles  E.  Wilson,  who  entered 
office  in  1953  as  an  economizer,  is  leaving 
with  a  trail  of  canceled  projects  and  many 
noses  out  of  joint  behind  him. 

The  ax,  so  far,  has  bitten  rather  deeply 
into  the  Nation’s  tremendous  missile  pro¬ 
gram.  The  Air  Force’s  supersonic  ram-jet 
winged  missile  Navaho,  designed  for  a  5,000- 
mile  range,  has  been  canceled  after  half  to 
three-quarters  of  a  billion  dollars  had  been 
spent  on  it. 

The  Navaho  is  perhaps  the  most  spectacu¬ 
lar  cutback  in  the  missile  program,  but  many 
others,  unannounced,  are  probably  impend¬ 
ing.  The  Navy’s  Triton  project — like  the 
Navaho,  powered  by  large  ram-jet  engines — • 
may  be  eliminated;  and  there  appear  to  be 
a  number  of  other  projects  facing  cutbacks 
or  stretchouts. 

These  economies  may  sharpen  a  good  many 
unsettled  or  partially  settled  conflicts  be¬ 
tween  the  services  which  Mr.  Wilson  leaves 
as  a  heritage  to  his  successor,  Neil  H. 
McElroy. 

KEY  DECISIONS 

In  one  of  the  key  decisions  of  his  term 
of  office  Mr.  Wilson  last  fall  adjudicated  a 
missiles  dispute  which  was  primarily  be¬ 
tween  the  Army  and  Air  Force.  The  Air 
Force’s  Thor  (developed  by  Douglas  Aircraft 
and  a  complex  of  companies)  was  in  com¬ 
petition  with  the  Army’s  Jupiter  (developed 
by  the  Army's  ballistic  missile  agency  at 
Redstone  Arsenal,  Ala.).  Both  missiles  were 
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designed  for  intermediate,  or  1,500-mile, 
range;  both  services  hoped  to  use  them. 

Mr.  Wilson  ruled  that  parallel  development 
of  the  two  missiles  was  to  continue  until 
late  this  fall  when  they  would  be  evaluated 
and  one  or  the  other  selected  for  final  de¬ 
velopment  and  production.  But  at  the  same 
time  he  held  that  the  IRBM  (intermediate- 
range  ballistic  missile) ,  like  the  ICBM  (inter¬ 
continental  ballistic  missile) ,  would  be,  when 
finished,  operated  by  the  Air  Force,  not  the 
Army.  He  ruled  that  the  Army  should  not 
plan  to  operate  anything  beyond  the  200- 
mile  Redstone  missile,  now  coming  into 
service.  At  the  same  time  he  assigned  point 
antiaircraft  defense  to  the  Army;  it  was  to 
operate  all  antiaircraft  missiles  up  to  the 
100-mile  range;  the  Air  Force,  with  respon¬ 
sibility  for  antiaircraft  area  defense,  would 
take  over,  beyond  that  range,  with  its  200- 
mile  Bomarc  missile. 

navy’s  missiles 

The  Navy  was  not  directly  affected  by  these 
Judgments  since  its  requirements  for  ship- 
based  missiles  differ  technically  from  those 
that  are  land  based.  The  Navy  was  author¬ 
ized  to  continue  development  of  its  antiair¬ 
craft  weapons  and  its  ship-based  version  of 
the  1,500-mile  IRBM — the  Polaris. 

The  Army — particularly  its  junior  ranks — 
was  greatly  cast  down  last  fall  by  Mr.  Wil¬ 
son’s  decision.  But  this  decision  did  not  by 
any  means  shut  the  door  completely  to  the 
Army’s  development  of  long-range  bombard¬ 
ment  and  antiaircraft  missiles  and  to  the 
Army’s  hopes  of  gaining  operational  control 
of  some  of  these  missiles  in  the  future.  In 
fact,  Mr.  Wilson’s  decision  permitted  com¬ 
petitive  development  and  testing  of  Jupiter 
and  Thor  and  permitted  the  Army  to  develop 
in  “limited  feasibility  studies”  experimental 
versions  of  bombardment  missiles  which 
would  fill  the  gap  between  Redstone’s  200- 
'mile  reach  and  Jupiter  and  Thor's  1,500-mile 
range. 

Today,  as  the  time  of  decision  again  ap¬ 
proaches,  the  Army — which  some  of  its  offi¬ 
cers  thought  was  underdog  last  year — seems 
to  be  in  a  rather  good  position.  The  Army’s 
Jupiter  has  been  successfully  launched  sev¬ 
eral  times,  and  it  has  flown  more  than  1,500 
miles.  Thor,  on  the  other  hand,  has  had 
several  abortive  launchings,  and  one  very 
short  flight,  interrupted  by  a  malfunction. 

The  Army  has  also  developed— in  addition 
to  a  whole  host  of  short-range  tactical  mis¬ 
siles— new  bombardment  missiles  of  great 
promise.  It  has  developed  or  tested  about 
six  different  configurations  of  ballistic  mis¬ 
siles  with  ranges  between  200  and  1,500 
miles — a  gap  hitherto  unfilled.  These  are 
by  no  means  ready  for  production  but  could 
serve  as  prototypes. 

The  Sergeant,  a  bombardment  missile  with 
a  range  between  the  Corporal’s  90  miles  and 
the  Redstone’s  200,  is  another  Army  missile 
with  challenging  potential.  Unlike  the  other 
longer  ranged  missiles,  the  Sergeant  uses 
solid  propellants,  and  further  development 
of  its  rocket  motor  could  put  it  into  com¬ 
petition  with  the  Navy’s  solid-propellant 
Polaris. 

ARMY  PROJECT 

The  Army  also  has  in  an  early  production, 
final  development  stage  the  improved  Nike- 
Hercules,  with  50-  to  60-mile  range,  and 
nuclear  warhead.  And  it  is  continuing  ex¬ 
perimental  initial  development  work  on  a 
system  to  combat  ballistic  missiles. 

This  w.ork  got  a  great  technical  boost  last 
week  when  a  technological  breakthrough  was 
achieved  which  will,  in  time,  lead  to  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  so-called  long-range  radar 
capable  of  detecting  ballistic  missiles  in 
their  upper  trajectories  thousands  of  miles 
away. 

Thus  actual  events  between  last  fall  and 
today  have  demonstrated  Mr.  Wilson’s  wis¬ 
dom  in  leaving  something^!  an  open  door 
for  competitive  missile  development.  If 


Jupiter  had  been  halted  and  all  our  bets 
placed  on  the  Thor,  the  Nation  might  not  be 
anywhere  near  as  close  to  an  operational 
IRBM  as  it  is  today.  This  need  for  com¬ 
petitive  and  parallel  roles  in  research  and 
development  has  been  proved  time  and 
again  in  the  past:  the  air-cooled  and  liquid- 
cooled  aircraft  engines,  for  example.  To  this 
extent  service  rivalries  pay  off  and  competi¬ 
tion  is  not  only  healthy  but  essential. 

But  when  development  reaches  its  final 
stages,  someone  must  intervene  to  prevent 
unnecessary  duplication  and  make  a  choice 
of  1  or  both  of  2  competitive  systems.  And 
at  the  same  time  top  authority  must  decide 
what  service  is  to  handle  and  operate  the 
weapon  that  is  finally  developed. 

These  problems,  despite  the  precedent  set 
by  Mr.  Wilson’s  order  of  last  year,  have  not 
been  finally  resolved.  Mr.  McElroy  will  have 
to  take  them  on  this  broad  shoulders  early 
in  his  tenure  of  office. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  the  in¬ 
formation  contained  in  the  report  on 
that  subject  is  very  helpful.  It  includes 
a  quotation  from  our  last  year’s  observa¬ 
tion  and  recommendations. 

I  speak  for  myself  with  reference  to 
that  part  of  the  program  without  elab¬ 
oration.  But  I  feel  we  are  spending  too 
much  money  and  placing  too  much  em¬ 
phasis  on  mere  point  defense.  We  are 
trying  to  defend  many  individual  points 
in  the  United  States  by  means  of  a  pro¬ 
gram  which  is  fast  approaching  a  cost  of 
many  billions  of  dollars.  If  it  is  car¬ 
ried  to  its  ultimate  purpose,  the  cost  will 
be  many  more  billions  of  dollars. 

Trying  to  defend  every  important 
point  throughout  the  country — and  the 
points  are  important — involves  a  tre¬ 
mendous  cost  for  the  installation  of  a 
missile  which  was  brilliantly  conceived. 
But  I  believe  the  time  has  passed  when 
the  kind  of  attack  which  will  come  can 
be  successfully  coped  with.  After  a  mod¬ 
ern  air  attack  of  any  kind  has  reached 
to  within  25  or  50  miles  of  any  city  in 
the  United  States,  the  attacker  is  already 
here.  Anyway,  some  of  his  planes  most 
probably  would  get  through.  In  modern 
times,  only  one  weapon  need  get  through 
in  order  to  destroy. 

There  would  be  great  merit  in  the 
system  if  it  were  proposed  that  we  could 
defend  everything  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try  to  the  ultimate  degree.  But  I  myself 
think  that  we  are  making  a  great  mis¬ 
take  in  spending  multibillions  of  dollars 
for  a  system  which  is  purely  defensive. 
We  ought  to  put  our  money  into  and  of¬ 
fensive  striking  power,  obtain  the  very 
best  type  of  warning  system  which  can 
be  had,  and  then  install  perimeter  de¬ 
fenses. 

But,  after  all,  we  are  not  the  ones  who 
make  the  final  decision.  I  hope  that  the 
missiles,  important  as  they  are — and 
they  are  important — will  be  further 
evaluated,  and  that  better  and  more  spe¬ 
cific  recommendations  will  be  made  con¬ 
cerning  the  programs,  with  greater  em¬ 
phasis  in  the  years  to  come*  on  the  of¬ 
fense  rather  than  on  the  point  defense. 

As  the  report  states,  we  were  reluctant 
to  abolish  a  system  which  is  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 
Nevertheless,  speaking  for  myself,  I  am 
becoming  a  little  tired  of  hearing  so 
much  conflicting  testimony  about  these 
matters  from  our  own  military  men. 

I  hope  the  program  soon  will  be  ad¬ 
vanced  to  the  stage  where  there  will  be 
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more  uniformity  of  opinion  about  its 
merits,  and  that  the  so-called  big 
money  will  be  put  more  into  offense 
rather  than  into  point  defense. 

The  bill  does  not  provide  for  the  so- 
called  John  Towers  Field,  which  was 
proposed  for  the  Naval  Academy.  The 
committee  strongly  recommends  that 
room  be  found  for  the  cadets  at  the 
Naval  Academy.  We  want  the  cadets  to 
have  the  necessary  briefing,  orientation, 
and  implementation  concerning  air  op¬ 
erations,  but  we  feel,  since  Annapolis  is 
so  near  the  Andrews  Air  Force  Base, 
where  the  Air  Force  has  a  tremendous 
installation,  with  an  immensity  of  space, 
that  it  is  not  practical  to  have  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  buy  new  land  in  order  to  make 
an  entirely  new  installation. 

Pages  25  to  37  of  the  report  contain  a 
very  valuable  tabulation  of  the  different 
items  in  the  bill,  according  to  the  serv¬ 
ices. 

On  pages  41  to  47  there  is  a  tabulation 
according  to  States. 

On  pages  47  and  48  there  is  a  tabula¬ 
tion  according  to  areas  outside  the 
United  States. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  15 
minutes  which  the  Senator  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  allotted  to  himself  have  expired. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  speak  at  great  length,  but  in  order  to 
provide  myself  with  some  time,  I  offer  an 
amendment,  which  I  shall  later  ask  to 
withdraw. 

The  PRESIDING  'OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  read  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  95,  line  5, 
it  is  proposed  to  delete  “$59,056,000”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “$58,027,000.” 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
offered  the  amendment  as  a  means  of 
affording  myself  additional  time.  I  allot 
myself  10  minutes  on  the  amendment. 

I  call  attention  to  the  competitive  bid¬ 
ding  on  construction  of  military  housing. 
In  the  last  year,  93  percent  of  the  money 
spent  was  on  competitive  bids.  The 
other  7  percent  has  been  spent  on  non¬ 
competitive  construction,  due  to  isola¬ 
tion  or  some  other  special  circumstances 
which  controlled. 

Section  507  carries  something  which 
the  Senate  inaugurated  several  years  ago, 
in  placing  a  ceiling  on  the  unit  costs  of 
these  installations.  For  warehouses,  we 
continue  the  ceiling  of  $6  a  square  foot, 
average.  But  for  cold-storage  ware¬ 
houses  we  increased  the  unit  cost'of  $22 
a  square  foot  to  a  possible  $28  a  square 
foot. 

For  barracks,  the  ceiling  is  $1,850  per 
man,  and  we  continue  it  at  $1,850. 

For  bachelor  officers’  quarters,  the 
present  ceiling  is  $6,500  per  unit.  We 
have  increased  that,  on  proof  of  what  al¬ 
most  seemed  to  be  necessity,  to  $7,500 
per  unit. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  covers  the 
high  points  of  the  bill.  I  certainly  wish 
to  have  ample  time  used  by  other  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  subcommittee,  and  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield  to  them. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Washington. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to 
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express  my  appreciation  to  the  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  and  to  my  colleague 
on  the  committee,  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Case]  ,  and  to  our  staff  assistant,  Colonel 
BeLieu,  for  an  outstanding  job. 

I  think  it  can  be  said  that  we  have 
made  some  prudent  economies.  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  can  be  said  that  we  have  accom¬ 
plished  these  economies  without  reducing 
our  military  capabilities.  I  believe  these 
are  the  kinds  of  economies  that  are  most 
appropriate  under  the  circumstances. 

I  should  like  to  associate  myself  with 
the  remarks  made  by  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  in  the 
presentation  of  this  authorization  bill  to 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Washington  very  much. 
I  also  thank  him  again  for  his  very  val¬ 
uable  services  on  the  subcommittee  and 
his  very  fine  knowledge  of  many  phases 
of  this  immense,  worldwide  program. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  I  should  like  to  speak  on  the 
bill,  if  I  may. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  20  min¬ 
utes,  or  whatever  amount  of  time  he 
may  care  to  have. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Perhaps 
I  shall  need  15  minutes. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  un¬ 
derstand  that  the  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  wishes  to  ask  a  question.  In  that 
case,  I  yield  first  to  him. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi. 

Actually,  I  should  like  to  ask  two 
questions. 

First  of  all,  let  me  say*that  I  was  most 
interested  in  the  Senator’s  comment  re¬ 
garding  the  military-construction  pro¬ 
gram  for  housing.  Judging  from  some 
of  the  housing  which  has  been  con¬ 
structed  in  the  past  few  years,  particu¬ 
larly  in  Europe,  for  military  personnel, 
and  judging  particularly  from  the  Air 
Force  housing  which  has  been  con¬ 
structed,  it  seems  to  me  that  Uncle 
Sam  does  not  have  the  most  desirable 
type  of  construction  which  I  personally 
witnessed  in  the  case  of  some  of  the 
housing  which  has  been  built  there  in 
connection  with  some  of  our  Air  Force 
installations. 

On  that  point,  can  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  tell  me  whether  the  Cape- 
hart  housing  program  will  continue  in 
operation  until  June  30,  1958,  subject 
to  having  Congress  carry  out  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  which  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  and  the  other  members  of 
the  subcommittee  have  made  in  their 
report? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  bill,  as  we  have 
reported  it  to  the  Senate,  provides  that 
the  Capehart  program  may  continue 
until  June  30,  1958;  thereafter,  the  so- 
called  program  of  line  items  and  appro¬ 
priated  funds  will  take  over.  But  there 
will  be  no  interim  period  or  break. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  So  the  Capehart  hous¬ 
ing  program  will  have  to  die  on  June  30, 
1958;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes;  but  by  that  time 
the  other  program  will  have  been  rein¬ 
stated. 


Mr.  KUCHEL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

I  have  another  problem  in  mind:  Of 
course,  in  the  Western  States,  water  is 
of  paramount  importance.  I  come  from 
a  semiarid  State — California — which  has 
a  continuing  water  problem. 

I  should  like  to  ask  this  question: 
When  a  military  installation  is  located 
in  a  semiarid  area,  and  when  the  local 
people — for  example,  the  farmers — have 
organized  reclamation  districts  or  irri¬ 
gation  districts,  in  order  to  bring  water 
to  their  lands,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Mississippi,  what  is  the  policy 
which  the  military  establishes  in  con¬ 
nection  with  participating  in  any  costs 
with  respect  to  the  program  in  an  area 
where  a  military  installation  is  located 
and  needs  supplemental  water?  Is  there 
a  policy  in  that  connection? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  It  is  purely  a  local 
problem,  depending  upon  the  circum¬ 
stances  existing  there.  Usually  the  mili¬ 
tary  meets  the  situation.  In  our  con¬ 
struction  program,  we  do  not  have  any 
method  of  dealing  directly  with  problems 
of  that  kind.  The  procedure  in  such  a 
case  is  just  like  the  procedure  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  foundation  problems  and  simi¬ 
lar  problems:  They  have  to  cope  with 
what  they  find,  and  to  deal  with  it. 

Mr.  KUCHEL.  Is  it  fair  to  conclude 
that  so  far  as  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the 
Air  Force,  and  the  Marine  Corps  are  con¬ 
cerned,  to  the  extent  they  would  benefit 
from  having  supplemental  water  brought 
into  an  area  where  such  an  installation 
is  located,  to  that  extent  that  branch  of 
the  service  would  have  authority  to  enter 
into  agreements  in  that  connection? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes.  It  is  a  local  mat¬ 
ter,  and  they  participate  in  working  it 
out  as  best  they  can. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  do  not  wish  to  keep 
the  floor,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case],  who  is  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  I  am  glad  to  wait. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Very  well.  I  believe 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Syming¬ 
ton]  had  previously  indicated  that  he 
wished  to  ask  a  question.  At  this  time 
I  shall  yield  to  him,  if  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  does  not  mind  waiting. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  am  glad  to  wait. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Missouri. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  and  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  for  their  courtesy. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
believe  that  the  Nike  installations  are 
obsolete? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  If  there  were  to  be  an 
attack  on  a  city  or  military  installation 
in  the  United  States,  it  would  come  with 
weapons  with  which,  in  my  opinion, 
Nike,  unfortunately,  could  not  com¬ 
pletely  cope  or  deal  effectively.  But 
there  is  a  great  difference  of  opinion  on 
that  point.  Some  military  men  say  it 
could  not;  some  say  it  could.  But  I  do 
not  think  we  should  go  so  deep  on  that 
program. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  further? 


Mr.  STENNIS.  Certainly. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Is  it  not  true  that 
approximately  $3  billion  has  already 
been  spent  on  this  program,  and  that 
billions  more  are  scheduled  to  be  spent 
on  it. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  have  understood 
that  the  actual  figures  on  that  matter 
were  classified.  Frankly,  I  could  not 
see  any  reason  why  they  should  be  classi¬ 
fied.  But  the  Senator’s  information  is 
about  the  same  as  mine.  It  is  in  the 
neighborhood  of  several  billion  dollars, 
with  many  more  anticipated,  in  my 
estimation. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Does  not  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  agree  that  if 
the  Army  has  been  doing  as  much  fine 
work  in  the  ground-to-ground  missile 
field  as  we  have  been  hearing  about  re¬ 
cently,  in  the  IRBM  field — then,  instead 
of  making  an  arbitrary  limitation - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  10 
minutes  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
has  yielded  to  himself  have  expired. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
myself  an  additional  5  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Mississippi  is  recognized 
for  an  additional  5  minutes. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  con¬ 
tinue  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  I  thank  the  able 
Senator. 

Does  not  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
agree  that  it  would  be  better  to  continue 
the  program  in  question — the  IRBM  pro¬ 
gram  on  the  part  of  the  Army — than 
concentrating  on  what  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  has  so  ably  described  in  his 
analysis  of  point  defense? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  my  opinion, 
after  hearing  all  the  testimony,  back¬ 
ward  and  forward,  for  approximately  2 
years. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Did  I  correctly 
understand  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
to  state  that  he  would  place  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  the  part  of  his  com¬ 
mittee’s  report  dealing  with  the  inter¬ 
continental  air  defense? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  asked  and  obtained 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks  excerpts  from  the 
report  dealing  with  this  very  important 
subject. 

Mr.  SYMINGTON.  Mr.  President,  I 
congratulate  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Mississippi  for  the  splen¬ 
did  job  which  he,  as  chairman,  and  the 
able  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Jackson]  and  the  able  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  have  done  in 
reporting  the  bill  to  the  Senate.  They 
have  been  very  thorough.  Especially 
now  that  so  much  emphasis  is  being 
placed  on  the  importance  of  additional 
economy,  I  believe  the  position  they  have 
taken  on  the  bill  reported  is  sound  and 
wise. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  the  amount 
of  these  reductions  will  be  taken  into 
full  consideration — reductions  in  our 
own  forces  and  in  needed  construction 
for  our  forces — when  the  foreign-aid 
bill  comes  before  the  Senate. 

I  thank  the  able  Senator  from 
Mississippi. 
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Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Missouri. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Referring  To  page  3 
of  the  report,  under  the  title,  “Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  Actions,”  in  about  the 
third  sentence,  I  read: 

Originally,  the  total  service  requests  for 
new  authorization  amounted  to  $3,641 
million. 

Those  were  the  requests  submitted  to 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  by  the  various 
agencies;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Reading  further,  it 
states: 

At  the  Secretary  of  Defense  level,  this 
total  was  reduced  to  $2,098  million. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  the  first  figure 
the  Department  of  Defense  settled  on. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  There  is  the  further 
statement  that: 

Following  this,  further  reductions  were 
made,  presumably  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  until  the  final  official  figure  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Congress  was  approximately 
$1,779,000,000. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Is  my  understanding 
correct  that  the  amount  finally  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Senate  committee  was 
$1,203,413,000,  as  shown  on  page  2,  cover¬ 
ing  new  installations? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  But,  in  addition  to 
that,  in  order  to  have  a  complete  picture 
of  the  total  expenditures  for  installa¬ 
tions,  one  would  have  to  add  another 
figure,  which  appears  on  what  page? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  On  pages  39  and  40. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  At  the  bottom  of 
page  39. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  has 
expired. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  allow  myself  2 
minutes  on  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  recognized  for  2  minutes. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  What  is  the  total 
amount  which  will  be  appropriated 
covering  new  installations  and  supple¬ 
mental  allocations  to  complete  projects 
previously  authorized  and  started? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  appropriation 
bill  is  now  before  the  Appropriations 
Committee  and  carries  a  total  request  of 
$1,665,000,000.  It  includes  all  the  items 
in  the  pending  bill,  plus  old  authoriza¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  That  would  mean 
the  original  request  of  $3,641,000,000  has 
been  brought  down,  through  screening 
in  the  various  phases  of  its  considera¬ 
tion,  to  the  sum  of  $1,600,000,000 - 

Mr.  STENNIS.  No.  The  original  re¬ 
quest  for  new  authorizations,  new  au¬ 
thorized  projects,  new  items,  has  been 
brought  down  to  $1,200,000,000,  as  re¬ 
flected  in  this  bill ;  but  in  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  we  not  only  have  authorizations 
which  we  call  new,  but  we  have  older  au¬ 
thorisations  from  prior  years,  under 
which  requests  were  made  for  money. 
Sometimes  they  involve  a  second  install¬ 
ment  or  a  third  installment  on  a  project. 


Mr.  LAUSCHE.  What  is  the  overall 
amount  requested  to  implement  the  old 
authorization? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  It  is  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  $1.6  billion  and  $1.2  billion;  in 
round  figures,  about  $400  million.  Actu¬ 
ally  it  is  between  $400  million  and  $440 
million. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  remind  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  that  he  has  15  minutes  of 
his  own  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield 
to  myself,  if  I  may,  3  minutes  on  the 
amendment,  merely  to  deal  with  the 
question  which  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
has  raised. 

I  think  the  comparative  figures  which 
the  Senator  wants  are  those  dealing  with 
new  authorizations.  The  Senator  was 
correct,  in  his  reference  to  page  3,  that 
the  total  request  for  new  authorizations 
was  $3,641,000,000,  and  that  figure 
should  be  compared  with  the  $1,203,- 
000,000  figure,  as  the  authorizations  here 
reported  as  new  authorizations.  How¬ 
ever,  there  is,  as  has  been  indicated  by 
the  chairman,  an  augmentation  of  prior 
authorizations  of  approximately  $181 
million,  and  that  brings  the  authoriza¬ 
tions  as  carried  in  the  bill  to  a  total  of 
about  $1,445,000,000. 

'  That,  technically,  is  the  authorization 
carried  in  the  bill.  Of  that  figure,  $181 
million  is  an  augmentation  of  prior  au¬ 
thorizations  because  of  a  change  in  plans, 
change  in  cost  of  construction,  or  some¬ 
thing  of  that  sort.  The  figure  which  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  has  most  recently 
asked  about — that  is,  the  appropriation 
figure — the  Senator  from  Mississippi  has 
suggested  is  approximately  $1,700  mil¬ 
lion. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  $1,665  million. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  That  fig¬ 
ure  is  a  figure  known  to  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee,  but  it  is  not  necessarily 
carried  in  the  bill.  It  deals  with  cash 
for  prior  authorizations  in  prior  years. 
When  I  come  to  my  general  remarks,  I 
expect  to  deal  with  some  of  those  prior 
authorizations  to  some  extent. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  be¬ 
lieve  I  have  used  all  my  time  on  the 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield 
the  Senator  3  more  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
notice  the  committee  has  stricken  out  the 
authorization  for  the  Fort  Jackson  Hos¬ 
pital. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes.  The  Senator  is 
correct.  That  came  about  in  this  way. 
It  was  not  a  rejection  or  a  disapproval  of 
the  item,  but  it  was  not  recommended 
by  the  Budget  Bureau,  and  there  was  no 
request  for  an  appropriation  for  the  fiscal 
year  1958.  Really,  the  Army  advised 
that  it  was  not  going  to  spend  any  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  money  on  that  project,  so 
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the  item  went  out  of  the  bill  as  the  rest 
of  such  items  do,  under  the  rule  not  to 
authorize  this  year  items  for  which  no 
appropriation  is  to  be  requested  or  for 
which  no  money  is  to  be  spent.  It  is  a 
deferral  rather  than  a  disapproval. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Was  the  committee’s  attention  called  to 
the  need  for  500  beds? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Yes.  It  was  not  in 
the  budget  recommendation  of  last  year, 
but  the  committee  recommended  it  to  the 
Senate,  and  the  Senate  approved  the 
item.  Also,  there  was  not  any  budget 
request  for  an  appropriation  last  year, 
but  an  appropriation  for  it  was  approved. 
On  the  list  of  priorities,  the  Army  said  it 
was  not  going  to  build  or  spend  any 
money  on  it,  so  there  was  not  anything 
to  do  but  take  the  item  out  of  the  bill. 
However,  the  authorization  still  stands 
and  the  authorization  for  a  500-bed  hos¬ 
pital  stands.  The  request  was  to  au¬ 
thorize  a  1,000-bed  hospital.  The  com¬ 
mittee  did  not  disapprove  it,  but  de¬ 
ferred  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  this  ques¬ 
tion:  The  bill  refers  to  it  as  Camp  Jack- 
son.  It  is  Fort  Jackson.  There  is  quite 
a  difference  between  a  camp  and  a  fort. 
Fort  Jackson  is  permanent.  Can  the 
Senator  explain  why  it  is  designated  in 
that  manner? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  We  have  understood 
it  to  be  Fort  Jackson.  I  suppose  the  old 
term  was  simply  carried  forward  through 
error.  We  have  a  memorandum  from  the 
Army,  dated  in  May  1957,  in  which  it  is 
referred  to  as  Fort  Jackson. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina.  I 
certainly  hope  that  is  is  true.  When  it 
is  named  “Fort  Jackson”  the  name  refers 
to  a  permanent  fort.  Of  course,  a  camp 
is  sometimes  temporary. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  We  gave  every  con¬ 
sideration  to  the  matter.  That  partic¬ 
ular  item  went  out  on  the  grounds  I 
have  stated. 

May  I  now  yield  to  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Thur¬ 
mond]  ? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
three  minutes  yielded  to  the  Senator  have 
expired.  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  desire  to  yield  any  ad¬ 
ditional  time? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  .  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  out  of  the  time  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment  I  yield  an  additional  2 
minutes. 

Mr.  THURMOND.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  thank  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Mississippi,  who  was  so  instru¬ 
mental  in  helping  Fort  Jackson  obtain 
its  authorization,  in  1955,  for  the  new 
hospital  at  Fort  Jackson.  Fort  Jackson 
is  a  permanent  military  installation. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  is  cor- 
rect 

Mr.  THURMOND.  It  had  been  per¬ 
manent  for  many  years,  until  about  1949, 
when  President  Truman  took  it  off  the 
list.  It  was  restored  to  the  permanent 
list  in  1956.  Since  it  is  a  permanent 
installation  a  need  is  felt  for  permanent 
buildings.  According  to  my  information, 
the  Army  feels  that  one  of  its  most  im¬ 
portant  needs  is  a  permanent  hospital. 
In  1955,  as  I  stated,  the  authorization  and 
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appropriation  of  $5  million  was  passed, 
for  the  purpose  of  building  a  permanent 
hospital  at  Port  Jackson.  At  that  time 
the  construction  was  calculated  upon  the 
basis  of  a  250-bed  hospital  on  a  500-bed 
chassis.  Since  that  time,  as  I  am  in¬ 
formed,  one  reason  why  no  steps  have 
been  taken  to  go  forward  with  the 
hospital  is  that  the  Defense  Department 
and  the  Army  feel  they  do  not  wish  to 
proceed  with  plans  for  construction  of  a 
hospital  which  they  believe  will  be  inade¬ 
quate,  and  that  they  really  need  a  larger 
hospital.  They  desire  a  500-bed  hospi¬ 
tal  on  a  1000-bed  chassis.  That  will  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  hospital  to  be  expanded  in 
the  future. 

I  can  readily  see  the  advantage  in  such 
a  hospital,  and  can  understand  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  the  Defense  Department  and  the 
Army  in  this  matter,  because  the  larger 
hospital  will  be  needed. 

There  is  just  one  question  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator.  I  observe  that 
in  the  House  bill - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
2  minutes  which  were  yielded  to  the 
Senator  have  expired. 

Mi’.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  yield  an  additional  1  minute 
from  the  time  in  opposition. 

Mr.  THURMOND.  The  five  and  four- 
tenth  million  dollars  were  put  in  the  bill 
to  increase  the  hospital  to  the  size  which 
is  actually  desired.  Since  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  on  the  Senate  side  left  that  item 
out  this  year,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sen¬ 
ator  to  bear  that  matter  in  mind  when 
the  bill  goes  to  conference.  The  need  for 
this  hospital  is  urgent.  We  hope  that  the 
conferees  will  see  fit  in  the  conference 
committee  to  give  most  careful  consider¬ 
ation  to  the  matter  of  restoring  the  au¬ 
thorization  which  was  put  in  by  the 
House. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  can  assure  the  Sen¬ 
ator  it  will  certainly  be  considered  in  the 
conference.  I  know  of  the  Senator’s 
fine  interest  in  and  diligent  and  consist¬ 
ent  work  on  this  matter  for  2  years  now. 
It  has  come  a  long  way  in  that  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  How 
much  time  does  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  desire? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  yield  myself  10  minutes  of  the 
time  on  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Of  the 
time  on  the  bill,  or  on  the  amendment? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Ten 
minutes  of  the  time  on  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  has  7  minutes  remaining  on  the 
amendment  and  30  minutes  on  the  bill. 
The  Senator  is  recognized  for  10  min¬ 
utes  from  his  time  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  the  impact  of  this  annual  mili¬ 
tary  construction  bill  on  the  military 
posture  of  the  United  States  is  not  gen¬ 
erally  recognized,  but  by  this  bill,  its 
predecessors  and  successors,  we  gradu¬ 
ally  determine  the  shape  and  form  of  the 
Military  Establishment  of  the  United 
States. 

Does  the  Army  desire  a  large  tract  of 
the  national  forest  for  a  firing  range? 


The  authorization  basically  will  come  out 
of  the  military  construction  bill. 

Does  the  Navy  desire  a  large  portion 
of  the  public  domain  for  a  flying  training 
area  suited  to  its  needs?  The  answer  will 
come  out  of  the  authorization  carried  in 
this  annual  bill. 

Does  the  Air  Force  feel  it  has  a  need 
for  an  expansion  of  its  military  bases 
overseas?  The  basic  authorizations  are 
to  be  found  in  this  bill,  in  its  predecessors, 
or  in  the  successor  bills  to  it. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  the  military- 
construction  bill,  whether  the  members 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  or  the 
members  of  the  particular  subcommittee 
desire  it  so  or  not,  does  set  the  pattern. 
The  fact  remains  that  we  are  compelled 
to  make  decisions  which  determine  the 
military  posture  of  the  United  States. 

At  the  outset  of  my  remarks,  I  should 
like  to  join  in  the  tribute  which  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jackson], 
my  colleague  on  the  subcommittee,  has 
paid  to  the  chairman  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  for  his  splendid  work  in  the  long- 
hearings  which  were  conducted.  The 
size  of  the  hearings  in  printed  form  as 
to  this  particular  bill,  although  they 
carry  some  790  pages,  do  not  suggest  the 
length  of  the  hearings  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  conducted.  By  the  very  nature 
of  things,  a  great  deal  of  the  testimony 
taken  was  off  the  record.  It  was  classi¬ 
fied  and  of  a  nature  which  could  not  be 
printed.  The  committee  keeps  a  record 
of  its  action  in  all  l-espects,  and  the  rec¬ 
ord  is  preserved  for  the  reference  of  the 
committee  or  those  who  might  need  it  in 
years  to  come. 

We  do  conduct  many  long  hearings. 
The  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  was 
not  only  efficient,  but  patient  with  the 
membei’S  of  the  subcommittee  as  to  their 
desire  to  exploi'e  certain  aspects  of  the 
problems  presented. 

All  I  say  about  the  chairman  could 
also  be  stated  as  my  feelings  toward  my 
colleague,  the  Senator  fi-om  Washington 
[Mr.  Jackson],  because  he  has  made  a 
most  valuable  contribution  to  the  de¬ 
liberations  of  the  subcommittee,  by  his 
repeated  insistence  upon  facing  the 
problem  that  is  represented  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  missiles  in  our  several 
militai-y  branches  at  this  time.  The 
junior  Senator  fi'om  Washington  serves 
not  merely  on  our  subcommittee  but  also 
on  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy,  and  there  has  access  to  and  has  a 
personal  knowledge  of  the  developments 
in  the  nuclear  field.  His  experience  has 
been  most  valuable  to  the  subcommittee, 
and  I  would  be  remiss  if  I  did  not  ac¬ 
knowledge  the  obligation  which  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  and  I  both 
feel  for  him  in  that  regard. 

I  also  wish  to  say  that  I  think  the 
repoi-t  which  the  committee  has  pre¬ 
sented  is  the  finest  report  which  has 
ever  been  presented  from  the  military 
construction  subcommittee  during  the 
period  I  have  been  a  member  of  it,  which 
now  covers  some  4  years. 

Colonel  BeLieu  has  not  merely  been 
an  aid  to  the  committee  in  digging  up 
information,  but  in  his  organization  of 
the  material  for  the  coixsideration  of 
the  committee  he  has  saved  us  all  a  great 
deal  of  time.  The  keen  analytical  ability 


he  has  with  respect  to  military  problems 
is  reflected  in  the  organization  of  and 
in  the  text  of  the  report  which  is  sub¬ 
mitted.  I  feeKpersonally  a  deep  obli¬ 
gation  to  him  for  that,  and  I  think  the 
country  should  know  he  has  made  that 
conti’ibution. 

While  I  am  saying  something  about 
the  personnel,  Mr.  Pi-esident,  I  should 
like  to  say  that  Mr.  Floyd  S.  Bryant,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  his 
assistant,  Mr.  Ed  Sheridan,  have  been  of 
great  assistance  to  the  committee.  I 
could  go  on  and  mention  the  assistants 
of  the  several  representatives  of  the  Air 
Force,  Army,  and  the  Navy,  but  I  shall 
not  take  the  time  to  do  that.  I  do,  how¬ 
ever,  wish  to  say  that  when  Mr.  Franklin 
G.  Floete,  the  pi-esent  Administrator  of 
the  General  Services  Administration,  left 
the  post  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense — Properties  and  Installations — all 
of  us  felt  that  we  were  losing  a  man  who 
would  be  practically  irreplaceable.  How¬ 
ever,  Mr.  Bryant,  his  successor,  and  Mr. 
Sheridan,  Assistant  to  the  Secretary, 
have  been  most  helpful  and  have  cer¬ 
tainly  demonstrated  that  they  were 
well  qualified  for  the  ti'ust  which  is  im¬ 
posed  upon  them  in  the  important  posi¬ 
tions  they  hold,  in  coordinating  the  mili¬ 
tary-construction  programs  of  the  three 
services  for  the  Defense  Department. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  notice,  on  page  70  of  the 
bill,  that  the  committee  has  stricken  sec¬ 
tion  411,  which  continues  through  most 
of  page  71.  That  refers  specifically  to 
what  must  be  don£  by  the  Defense  De¬ 
partments  before  they  can  close  any  es¬ 
tablishment  which  might  be  considered 
as  a  business  activity. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Section 
411,  as  carried  in  the  bill  passed  by  the 
House,  is  not  included  in  the  Senate  ver¬ 
sion  of  the  bill  as  our  committee  has 
reported  it. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  wish  to  commend  the 
committee  for  having  stricken  this  pro¬ 
posed  language  from  the  bill,  because  if 
this  language  were  to  remain  in  the  bill, 
as  I  understand,  it  would  deny  any  of  the 
Defense  Department  agencies  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  close  out  any  of  their  activities 
which  might  be  classified  as  strictly  busi¬ 
ness  activities,  which  might  better  be 
earned  on  by  private  enterprise,  rather 
thaxx  by  any  agency  of  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment. 

I  commend  the  committee  for  having 
stricken  this  section  from  the  bill.  I 
hope  the  committee  will  resist  any  effort 
to  reinstate  this  language  in  the  bill,  if 
an  attempt  should  be  made  to  do  so,  and 
I  expi'ess  the  hope  and  strong  conviction 
that  in  conference,  if  the  House  Mem¬ 
bers  should  insist  upon  their  version  of 
the  bill  the  Senate  conferees  will  resist 
reinstatement  of  this  language,  because 
the  Select  Committee  on  Small  Business 
conducted  many  hearings  throughout 
the  year,  extending  into  the  spring,  on 
this  very  question.  The  Defense  De¬ 
partment  has  made  an  effort  to  dispose 
of  its  business  activities  wherever  they 
are  in  competition  with  private  enter¬ 
prise;  and  if  language  like  this  remains 
in  the  bill,  we  tie  the  hands  of  the  De- 
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fense  Department,  and  continue  defense 
agencies  in  the  field  of  private  enter¬ 
prise.  So  I  commend  the  committee. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  am 
sure  I  speak  for  the  other  members  of 
the  committee  when  I  say  that  we  are 
pleased  to  hear  the  words  which  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  has  spoken  with 
respect  to  section  411.  I  think  I  can  say 
that  our  action  was  unanimous  in  report¬ 
ing  the  bill  to  the  Senate  without  section 
411  of  the  House  version.  So  far  as  I  am 
personally  concerned,  I  would  resist  its 
reinstatement  on  the  floor,  as  I  would  re¬ 
sist  its  reinstatement  in  the  conference. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  committee  report 
dealing  specifically  with  that  question. 
The  heading  of  the  report  is  “Govern¬ 
ment  Competition  With  Private  Busi¬ 
ness.”  The  report  is  dated  April  16, 
1957.  We  conducted  hearings  to  try  to 
establish  where  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  was  in  competition  with  private 
business. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  was  not  my  intent  to 
speak  particularly  on  that  section,  or  to 
go  into  detail.  However,  in  view  of  what 
the  Senator  has  said,  I  may  say  that 
there  are  two  considerations - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
has  expired. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield 
myself  an  additional  10  minutes. 

With  respect  to  what  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  has  said,  let  me  say  that  there 
are  two  reasons  why  I  think  we  would 
oppose  the  reinstatement  of  this  lan¬ 
guage.  v 

The  first  is  that  which  the  Senator 
has  stated.  We  feel  that  if  the  Defense 
Department  wants  to  get  out  of  compe¬ 
tition  with  private  business  it  should  be 
permitted  to  do  so. 

Second,  we  think  it  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  do  so  without  having  to  come 
to  congressional  committees  and  submit 
to  us,  on  a  referendum  basis,  the  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  whether  or  not  the  business 
should  be  continued,  if  it  employs  10 
persons  or  more  in  competition  with  pri¬ 
vate  business.  The  Armed  Services 
Committee  has  several  responsibilities, 
and  we  do  not  think  we  should  have  the 
detailed  responsibility  of  making  a  deter¬ 
mination  in  such  cases  as  that. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  thank  the  distinguished 
Senator  for  giving  us  that  positive  state¬ 
ment  and  assurance  that  the  committee 
will  continue  to  resist  any  effort  to  rein¬ 
state  that  language. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  urge  on  the  conferees — if  there  is  to  be 
a  conference — that  they  look  thoroughly 
into  the  question  of  the  additional  500 
hospital  beds  at  Fort  Jackson. 

It  may  be  that  I  am  somewhat  influ¬ 
enced  by  sentiment.  I  helped  to  survey 
the  first  spur  track  which  ran  from  the 
Southern  Railroad  to  Fort  Jackson.  Also 
I  helped  to  survey  for  the  first  barracks 
there.  I  was  in  the  Army  at  the  time. 
Also  I  helped  to  lay  out  the  first  streets 
at  Fort  Jackson.  I  have  kept  up  with 
it  down  to  the  present  day. 

Since  Fort  Jackson  is  a  permanent 
installation,  the  additional  500  beds  in 


the  hospital  would  mean  much,  not  only 
to  Fort  Jackson,  but  to  a  great  many 
people  in  the  immediate  vicinity.  There 
should  be  a  sufficient  number  of  beds  to 
take  care  of  the  people  of  the  vicinity. 

I  remember'  that  in  1949  the  War 
Department  issued  a  standby  order  with 
regard  to  Fort  Jackson.  I  remember 
that  on  many  occasions  I  took  up  the 
subject  with  the  War  Department,  and 
conferred  with  my  friend  Louis  Johnson. 
Finally,  I  think  because  I  talked  so  much 
about  Fort  Jackson,  because  of  senti¬ 
ment,  he  continued  the  fort  at  Fort  Jack- 
son.  If  Senators  will  look  up  the  record, 
they  will  find  many  telegrams  which 
passed  between  Louis  Johnson  and  my¬ 
self.  At  that  time  I  think  probably  I 
helped  to  save  Fort  Jackson;  and  today 
I  wish  to  try  to  help  save  the  hospital, 
and  get  the  500  beds,  if  possible. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
had  a  great  deal  to  do  not  only  with 
starting  Fort  Jackson,  but  with  saving 
it,  as  he  says.  He  is  a  persuasive  Sena¬ 
tor,  and  l  am  sure  the  other  members  of 
the  subcommittee  will  join  with  me  in 
saying  that  we  gave  careful  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  proposal  to  increase  th& 
authorization  for  hospital  beds  at  Fort 
Jackson. 

However,  unfortunately,  once  in  a 
while  committees  must  make  decisions 
which  will  permit  them  to  be  consistent 
all  along  the  line.  ; 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  very 
properly  reflects  his  sentiments  with  re¬ 
gard  to  matters  affecting  his  State;  but 
it  would  have  been  impossible  for  the 
subcommittee  to  have  permitted  its  af¬ 
fection  for  the  Senator  from  South  Car¬ 
olina  and  its  desire  to  respect  his -senti¬ 
ments  to  influence  its  decision  without 
making  it  impossible  for  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  to  draw  the  line  with  respect  to 
other  special  requests.  The  augmenta¬ 
tion  of  the  hospital  organization  at  Fort 
Jackson  was  impossible  under  the  very 
first  of  the  criteria  which  were  estab¬ 
lished.  The  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  has  inserted  them  in  the  Record, 
and  I  shall  not  take  the  time  to  repeat 
more  than  the  very  first  one: 

1.  Items  considered  firm  requirements: 

(a)  All  operational  aspects  properly  Jus¬ 
tified  and  for  which  the  services  plan  to 
request  fiscal  year  1958  appropriations. 

We  were  advised  that  the  services 
would  not  ask  for  1958  appropriations  for 
the  implementation  of  any  augmenta¬ 
tion  of  the  hospital  at  Fort  Jackson. 
Consequently,  we  could  not,  with  the  cri¬ 
terion  applying  to  other  requests,  in¬ 
clude  the  augmentation  in  the  bill  we 
reported.  However,  I  am  sure  that  the 
subcommittee  will  give  careful  consid¬ 
eration  to  any  matter  which  may  come 
up  in  conference. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  with  respect  to  the  housing  pro¬ 
gram  which  is  presented  by  the  bill,  and 
then  I  wish  to  devote  a  few  observations 
to  the  overall  aspects  of  the  bill. 

The  military  housing  program  is  cer¬ 
tainly  one  which  is  of  great  concern  to 
every  Member  of  the  Senate.  We  recog¬ 
nize  that,  in  view  of  the  way  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  is  developing,  we  are 
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getting  an  Army,  an  Air  Force,  and  a 
Navy  in  which  there  are  many  older 
men.'  That  grows  out  of  the  fact  that 
we  have  a  technological  development  in 
military  affairs  these  days  which  re¬ 
quires  some  persons  to  have  exceptional 
skills,  and  those  skills  are  not  acquired 
overnight.  We  cannot  conduct  a  mod¬ 
ern  Army  or  a  modern  Air  Force  or  a 
modern  Navy  and  depend  on  18-month 
enlistments  or  2 -year  terms  for  the 
backbone  of  the  services.  We  must  have 
men  who  have  been  in  the  service  for 
some  period  of  time,  in  order  to  have 
personnel  who  will  be  effective  in  handl¬ 
ing  the  machines  and  scientific  equip¬ 
ment  in  use  today. 

Consequently,  Mr.  President,  we  get 
older  men,  men  with  families.  They  will 
not  stay  in  the  service  unless  they  have 
adequate  housing.  The  committee  is  en¬ 
tirely  sympathetic  with  providing  de¬ 
cent  housing  for  these  persons.  At  the 
same  time  we  have  the  same  responsibil¬ 
ity  in  the  connection  that  we  have  in 
passing  on  other  requests,  and  that  is 
keeping  the  requests  within  the  financial 
capabilities  of  the  country.  \ 

The  so-called  Wherry  housing  was  a 
device  developed  to  permit  the  financing 
of  new  housing  construction  without  re¬ 
quiring  money  immediately  to  be  raised 
by  taxes  or  by  the  sale  of  bonds. 

Under  that  program,  and  its  sucessor, 
Capehart  housing,  a  great  deal  of  addi¬ 
tional  housing  is  being  provided.  How¬ 
ever,  even  that  is  presenting  some  prob¬ 
lems,  because  of  the  financing  involved. 
In  the  housing  bill  passed  by  Congress 
a  year  ago,  as  supplemented  by  the  hous¬ 
ing  bill  passed  this  year,  there  is  a  pro¬ 
vision  that  Capehart  housing  projects 
shall  not  be  undertaken  until  the  mili¬ 
tary  acquires  the  existing  Wherry  hous¬ 
ing  projects  on  the  same  installations. 
Personally,  I  think  that  is  a  mistake.  It 
is  one  of  the  reasons  why  I  voted  against 
the  housing  bill  at  this  session  of  Con¬ 
gress.  It  is  unfair  to  the  Government 
and  it  is  unfair  to  the  Treasury  to  re¬ 
quire  that  the  Military  Establisment 
shall  purchase  the  existing  Wherry 
housing  before  it  can  engage  in  a  new 
Capehart  housing  project.  It  is  true 
that  a  formula  was  established  for  pric¬ 
ing  the  Wherry  housing.  Nevertheless,  I 
make  the  prediction  this  evening  that 
the  time  will  come  when  Congress  will 
regret  the  mandatory  provisions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  purchase  of  the  Wherry 
housing  before  the  Capehart  housing  is 
undertaken. 

I  say  that  because  when  we  tell  the 
Government  it  must  buy  a  certain  piece 
of  property  before  it  can  engage  in  the 
building  of  a  new  piece  of  property,  the 
Government  is  placed  at  a  disadvantage 
in  negotiating.  Some  of  the  Wherry 
housing  was  attended  by  so-called  wind¬ 
fall  profits  for  the  sponsors  of  the  proj¬ 
ects,  who  got  large  guaranteed  loans  and 
then  got  a  change  of  orders,  or,  by  one 
development  or  another,  built  for  less 
than  the  amount  of  the  loan. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  myself  an  ad¬ 
ditional  7  minutes  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Mr.  President,  would 
the  Senator  describe  the  Wherry  hous¬ 
ing?  I  am  not  familiar  with  it. 
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Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  will  do 
so  very  briefly.  The  Wherry  housing 
was  built  in  accordance  with  a  provision 
under  which  a  sponsor  could  propose  to 
the  Government  that  it  would  build  some 
housing  at  a  Military  Establishment, 
with  the  understanding  that  it  would  be 
adjacent  to  a  military  installation,  and 
that  the  clients  for  the  housing  would  be 
military  personnel.  The  military  per¬ 
sonnel  were  entitled  to  quarters  allow¬ 
ance,  and  out  of  that  allowance  they  paid 
the  rent  for  the  housing.  At  the  conclu¬ 
sion  of  a  certain  number  of  years,  most 
of  that  housing  will  become  the  property 
of  the  Government. 

When  the  authorization  for  the 
Wherry  housing  expired,  the  Capehart 
housing  came  into  being.  The  Capehart 
housing  is  a  similar  type  of  venture. 

During  the  past  2  years  the  housing 
bills  have  carried  the  requirement  that 
the  Capehart  housing  shall  not  be  un¬ 
dertaken  until  existing  Wherry  housing 
has  been  purchased. 

That  grew  out  of  the  fact  that  much 
Wherry  housing  is  substandard,  and  the 
Wherry  housing  sponsors,  or  the  owners 
of  the  present  Wherry  projects,  were 
afraid  that  if  better  housing  were  built 
under  the  Capehart  housing  program, 
they  would  be  left  with  some  vacancies. 

Congress,  therefore,  provided  in  the 
housing  bill  that  the  Government  would 
have  to  purchase  the  Wherry  housing 
before  it  went  ahead  and  provided  better 
housing. 

The  formula  in  the  housing  bill  pro¬ 
vides  what  is  supposed  to  be  a  fair  price 
to  the  owner  of  the  Wherry  housing. 
However,  in  many  instances  the  Wherry 
housing  today  could  not  be  reconstructed 
for  the  price  at  which  it  was  built,  or 
for  the  price  at  which  it  was  acquired 
by  the  present  owners  and  operators  of 
such  housing.  The  result  is  that  the 
present  owners  of  the  Wherry  housing 
would  like  to  get  the  benefit  of  the  in¬ 
creased  value,  or  unearned  increment, 
so  to  speak,  if  they  sell  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  I  refer  to  it  as  an  unearned  in¬ 
crement  because  in  many  instances  the 
enhancement  in  value  has  been  due  to 
the  existence  of  a  Government  estab¬ 
lishment  itself.  The  housing  is  adjacent 
to  military  installations.  Such  housing 
his  increased  in  value,  not  because  of 
the  enterprise  of  the  owner  of  the 
Wherry  housing,  but  because  of  the  in¬ 
creased  investment  in  and  growth  of  the 
military  installation. 

Therefore,  I  have  not  felt  that  the 
owner  of  Wherry  housing  should  have 
the  benefit  of  an  enhancement  in  value 
to  which  such  owner  made  no  contribu¬ 
tion,  but  which  was  due  in  many  in¬ 
stances  to  the  additional  investment  of 
the  Government  itself,  or  due  to  the  in¬ 
flation  of  construction  costs.  Therefore, 
I  have  felt  that  we  should  not  provide 
for  a  mandatory  buying  of  Wherry 
housing,  but  that  a  fair  price  should  be 
offered  for  it,  and  that  should  be  the 
end  of  it.  If  the  owners  did  not  want 
to  take  it,  they  could  continue  to  oper¬ 
ate  the  Wherry  housing. 

The  alternative  to  negotiation  under 
the  mandatory  provision  is  that  the 
owner  of  the  Wherry  housing  can  go  to 
court  and  get  a  court  determination. 


That  does  take  from  the  Government, 
I  suppose,  and  from  Congress,  the  bur¬ 
den  of  paying  a  high  price  for  the  prop¬ 
erty.  I  recognize  that  there  have  been 
through  the  years  established  principles 
of  law  as  to  how  high  a  price  must  be 
paid  when  property  is  taken  for  Govern¬ 
ment  use.  However,  when  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  not  free,  as  in  this  instance,  to 
determine  whether  it  wants  to  take  the 
housing,  the  Government  should  not  be 
bound  by  the  ordinary  rules  of  eminent 
domain,  when  the  property  is  taken  for 
Government  use. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? . 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  What  were  the  wind¬ 
falls  the  private  owners  enjoyed  in  the 
construction? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The 
windfalls  which  the  private  owners  en¬ 
joyed,  as  nearly  as  I  can  recall  the  in¬ 
stances  which  were  brought  out  by  the 
investigation  conducted  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Finance,  related  to  a  spon¬ 
sor  of  a  project,  for  example,  getting  an 
insured  loan  for  X  number  of  dollars, 
and  then  building  the  project  for  Y 
number  of  dollars,  which  latter  amount 
was  less  than  the  amount  of  the  in¬ 
sured  loan. 

In  many  cases  the  present  owner  of 
the  property  is  not  responsible  for  that, 
because  the  present  owner,  in  many  in¬ 
stances,  is  a  corporation  which  bought 
out  the  interests  of  the  original  corpo¬ 
ration,  and  those  who  might  now  get  a 
windfall  through  an  enhancement  of 
value  might  not  be  the  same  ones  who 
got  the  original  windfall.  In  some  cases 
it  could  be. 

In  any  event,  I  sought  to  work  out  a 
formula  whereby  the  committee  could 
modify  the  action  which  was  taken  on 
the  housing  bill.  However,  I  was  not 
able  to  work  out  language  on  which  the 
subcommittee  members  could  agree.  I 
think  there  is  a  general  feeling  in  the 
committee,  however,  that  we  shall  watch 
very  closely  the  takings  of  the  Wherry 
housing,  and  that  the  committee  will  be 
reluctant  to  give  approval  to  the  starting 
of  Capehart  housing  projects  if  it  feels 
that  there  has  been  any  undue  payment 
of  windfalls  to  Wherry  housing  owners 
in  the  development  of  the  proposed  new 
projects. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  me  a  half  minute? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield 
a  half  minute  to  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  agree  heartily  with 
most  of  what  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  said,  and  also  to  thank  him 
for  the  excellent  work  he  has  done  in 
connection  with  the  Wherry  housing 
program.  As  for  myself,  the  only  rea¬ 
son  why  we  did  not  fully  agree  with  him 
in  his  proposal  concerning  the  change 
of  the  formula  was  that  we  thought 
another  year’s  experience,  especially  in 
the  light  of  the  slight  change  which  has 
already  been  made  in  the  formula,  would 
be  helpful.  We  hope  that  another  year 
will  bring  a  case  into  court  which  will 
test  some  of  the  questions  and  will  obtain 
an  evaluation  of  appi’oach  by  the  court. 
For  those  reasons,  we  do  not  fully  agree 


with  the  Senator  in  his  amendment.  But 
his  work  has  been  very  constructive  and 
helpful  in  dealing  with  a  knotty  problem 
which  has  no  easy  answer. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
has  expired. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  yield  myself  5  additional  minutes 
from  the  time  on  the  bill. 

I  think  the  saving  factor  in  the  situa¬ 
tion  is  that  new  Capehart  projects  will 
require  clearance  from  the  committee. 
Before  the  committee  will  grant  clear¬ 
ance,  I  assume  we  will  want  to  have  a 
complete  record  with  reference  to  the 
treatment  of  the  existing  Wherry  hous¬ 
ing  project.  We  think  that  if  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  going  to  be  bilked,  we  will 
certainly  deny  approval  of  the  Capehart 
project. 

I  wish  to  address  myself  in  the  few 
minutes  remaining  to  a  larger  problem. 
The  Senator  from  Mississippi,  our  chair¬ 
man,  has  already  referred  to  the  decision 
which  the  committee  had  to  make  with 
respect  to  Nike.  I  think  he  expressed 
the  sentiment  of  all  of  us  when  he  stated 
that  we  were  not  happy  about  the  large 
investment  in  the  so-called  Nike  system. 
In  fact,  I  should  like  to  read  for  the 
information  of  Senators  present  a  para¬ 
graph  which  appears  in  the  middle  of 
page  22  of  the  report,  in  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  said: 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  committee 
seriously  considered  recommending  that  no 
further  authorization  be  approved  to  expand 
the  existing  Nike  system.  It  does  not  so 
recommend  only  because  the  best  military 
advice  available  strongly  recommended  that 
the  committee  approve  the  program.  The 
committee  thoroughly  reviewed  the  subject. 
It  was  made  the  topic  of  a  special  classified 
briefing  conducted  by  a  representative  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  senior  departmental 
witnesses.  Results  of  this  briefing  werp  such 
as  to  convince  the  committee  that  even 
though  it  still  has  doubts,  it  has  no  other 
recourse  than  to  recommend  the  Nike  funds 
be  authorized  in  this  year’s  construction 
program. 

I  wish  to  read  also  the  paragraph  in 
which  the  report  quotes  from  an  article 
written  by  Henry  A.  Kissinger,  entitled 
“Strategy  and  Organization,”  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  Foreign  Affairs  magazine  for 
April  1957: 

In  the  absence  of  a  generally  understood 
doctrine,  our  actions  will  of  necessity  prove 
haphazard;  conflicting  proposals  will  com¬ 
pete  with  each  other  without  an  effective 
basis  for  their  resolution.  Each  problem, 
as  it  arises,  will  seem  novel  and  energies  will 
be  absorbed  in  analyzing  its  nature  rather 
than  in  seeking  solutions.  Our  services  will 
find  it  impossible  to  make  a  meaningful 
choice  among  the  mass  of  new  weapons  with 
which  their  research  and  development  pro¬ 
grams  will  soon  overwhelm  them.  We  will 
continue  to  cede  the  initiative  to  others  and 
our  course  will  become  increasingly  defensive. 

Because  of  this  problem — and  it  is  a 
very  grave  problem,  one  which  our  col¬ 
league  on  the  committee,  the  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Jackson],  has  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  philosophy  which  is  in¬ 
volved  in  our  defense  policies — I  suggest 
that  I  think  the  time  has  come  for  the 
President  to  appoint  a  commission  to 
examine  the  structure  of  the  Defense 
Department,  and  to  consider  the  possible 
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simplification  of  our  present  triplication 
of  armed  services  by  creating  two  basic 
combat  services  of  land-based  air  and 
sea-based  air. 

The  aims  of  such  a  study  should  be  the 
age-old  goals  of  all  basic  studies — effi¬ 
ciency  and  economy.  In  the  present 
state  of  affair^,  however,  they  are  urged 
by  the  necessities  of  security  abroad  and 
well  being  at  home  and  are  dictated  by 
the  increasing  competition  of  both  the 
weapon  users  and  the  weapon  makers. 

My  thought  is  that  possibly  today’s 
realities  call  for  2  basic  air-age  combat 
forces,  1  land  and  1  sea  based,  each  com¬ 
pletely  integated  and  equipped  with 
trained  personnel  and  weapon  systems 
providing  proper  balance^  between  air 
and  surface  capabilities,  and  each  de¬ 
signed  to  meet  not  only  the  needs  of  a 
purely  military  situation,  but  equally,  if 
not  more  importantly,  our  Nation’s  need 
in  the  political-military  area. 

Mr.  President,  normally  we  think  of 
defense  as  purely  a  military  proposition. 
But  as  the  series  of  articles  which  Mr. 
Chalmers  M.  Roberts  is  writing  and 
which  is  currently  being  published  in  the 
Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald 
points  out,  today  we  are  confronted  by 
the  necessity  of  the  political  values  and 
the  political  impact  of  our  military 
posture. 

So  the  Commission  I  am  proposing 
should  consider,  I  think,  not  merely  the 
weapons  system  and  the  military  aspects, 
but  also  it  should  consider  the  impact  of 
our  military  posture  in  the  political-mili¬ 
tary  area. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
has  expired. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield 
myself  2  additional  minutes. 

The  specific  questions  which  should  be 
considered  by  such  a  Commission  as  I 
have  suggested  are  these: 

First.  Are  we  slipping  into  a  dangerous 
Maginot-line  type  of  defense  planning, 
as  is  evidenced  by  the  millions  of  dollars 
being  spent  on  point  defense  systems? 

Second.  Is  it  too  expensive  to  let  each 
service  interpret  its  roles,  as  witness  the 
military  rivalries  touched  off  in  Red 
Stone  and  Matador,  Atlas  and  Jupiter, 
Nike  and  Talos,  and  Bomarc? 

Third.  The  Commission  should  con¬ 
sider  whether  we  are  wasting  the  abili¬ 
ties  of  outstanding  men  by  the  natural 
limitations  on  interservice  use  of  per¬ 
sonnel.  I  could  elaborate  on  that  pro¬ 
posal,  and  I  shall  at  another  time.  I 
think  brilliant  men  are  serving  in  one 
branch  of  the  Military  Establishment 
whose  services  ought  to  be  directly  avail¬ 
able  to  the  other  branches  of  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment. 

Fourth.  Should  the  airlift  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Army?  Or  should  the 
Army  become  an  integral  part  of  a  land- 
based  air  wing  of  the  armed  services, 
integrated  into  the  Air  Defense  and 
Tactical  Air  Commands? 

Fifth.  What  economies  can  be  achieved 
by  further  joint  use  of  procurement, 
storage,  hospitalization,  transportation, 
and  other  facilities  of  a  common  char¬ 
acter? 

Such  a  study  should  provide  answers 
which  would  be  helpful  in  our  overall 


problems  of  security,  inflation,  and 
sound  national  economy.  Nothing  could 
be  more  disastrous  than  to  have  rivalry 
in  weapons  and  contracts  exhaust  our 
materials,  skills,  and  means.  Nothing 
contributes  more  to  inflation  than  un¬ 
balanced  wage-spending  power  created 
by  producing  goods  which  wage  earners 
do  not  buy. 

The  early  retirement  of  senior  officers 
in  recent  years  affords  an  ample  reserve 
of  qualified  men  who  could  serve  on  such 
a  Presidential  commission.  I  earnestly 
commend  such  a  proposal  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  administration. 

Mr.  President,  I  reserve  the  remainder 
of  my  time. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  with¬ 
draw  the  amendment  I  had  heretofore 
offered.  On  the  time  allotted  on  the  bill, 
I  may  say  that  the  bill  has  been  available 
to  Senators  for  several  days.  The  re¬ 
port  also  has  been  published,  and  all 
who  are  interested  in  it  have  had  the 
chance  to  obtain  it.  Many  Senators 
have  communicated  with  members  of  the 
subcommittee  and  the  staff  of  the  sub¬ 
committee.  I  think  there  is  great  una¬ 
nimity  generally  in  support  of  the  bill. 
Therefore,  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
to  ask  for  a  yea-and-nay  vote,  unless 
the  leadership  should  particularly 
want  it. 

I  yield  back  such  time  as  I  may  have 
remaining. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  do  I  have  any  time  remaining  on 
my  side? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota  has  3  minutes 
remaining. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield 
myself  2  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  this  will  be  the  last  bill 
for  which  the  present  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson,  has  had 
some  very  definite  responsibility.  The 
reductions  in  the  authorizations  under 
the  bill  are  in  large  part  due  to  the  ef¬ 
ficiency  and  to  the  masterly  command 
which  Mr.  Wilson  has  had  of  the  Defense 
Department.  . 

When  he  took  office,  he  asked  that  all 
the  outstanding  authorizations  for  mili¬ 
tary  construction  be  reviewed,  and  that 
any  construction  program  which  was  not 
at  least  5  percent  underway  should  be 
reevaluated. 

In  1953,  the  military  construction  bill, 
under  that  directive,  accomplished  a  re¬ 
scission  and  a  programing  of  author¬ 
izations  in  the  amount  of  approximately 
$720  million — almost  three-quarters  of  a 
billion  dollars. 

Under  the  leadership  of  Mr.  Wilson 
there  has  been  a, continual  review  of  these 
outstanding  authorizations.  The  pend¬ 
ing  bill  liquidates  any  authorizations  over 
4  years  old.  I  think  in  last  year’s  bill, 
any  authorization  over  5  years  of  age  was 
liquidated. 

The  outstanding  authorizations  at  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year  1957  were  in  excess 
of  $2  billion.  Under  the  policies  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Secretary,  and  followed 
by  the  committee,  the  outstanding  au¬ 
thorizations  at  the  conclusion  of  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  1958  will  be  approximately 
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$1,700,000,000 — or  a  considerable  reduc¬ 
tion.  Certainly,  that  is  the  right  direc¬ 
tion  in  which  to  travel.  I  desire  to  men¬ 
tion  this  as  one  of  the  ways  in  which  I 
believe  Secretary  Wilson  has  earned  the 
title  of  one  of  the  greatest  Secretaries 
of  Defense  the  Nation  has  ever  had. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  use  1  minute  of  the  time  I  have 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Mississippi  is  recognized 
for  1  minute. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  commend  Assistant  Secretary 
Bryant  for  the  very  fine  work  he  has 
done  as  Assistant  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense;  and  also  I  desire  to  commend  the 
splendid  contributions  made  by  Mr.  Ed¬ 
ward  J.  Sheridan,  who  is  chief  of  Mr. 
Bryant’s  staff,  and  also  is  his  Director 
of  Construction.  These  gentleman  have 
been  very  helpful  to  us,  and  have  been 
very  sincere  and  diligent  in  their  work. 
They  are  very  capable  men.  _ 

I  also  desire  to  thank  Secretary  Wil¬ 
son  for  the  work  he  has  done  as  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense.  I  think  he  has  made  a 
real  contribution;  and  his  energy  and 
his  rugged  sincerity  and  his  willingless 
to  express  himself  in  so  frank  a  man¬ 
ner  have  all  contributed  greatly  to  the 
doing  of  a  job  which  is  most  difficult,  in¬ 
deed.  Its  size  is  beyond  one’s  compre¬ 
hension,  unless  one  has, made  a  study  of 
the  vastly  complicated  matters  involved. 
Secretary  Wilson  has  made  a,,  distinct 
contribution,  and  all  of  us  are  most  in¬ 
debted  to  him  for  what  he  has  done. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  desire  to  have  some  time 
yielded  to  him? 

Mr.  THYE.  I  should  like  to  take  a 
moment  or  two  to  pay  a  tribute  to  these 
gentlemen. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Will  2  minutes  be 
sufficient  for  the  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota?  .. 

Mr.  THYE.  Yes. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Very  well;  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Scott  in  the  chair).  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  is  recognized  for  2  minutes. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to 
pay  my  tribute  to  those  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  who  have  aided  and 
assisted  in  connection  with  the  matters 
coming  before  the  committee,  by  supply¬ 
ing  the  information  needed  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  pending  bill. 

I  wish  to  join  my  colleagues  in  the' 
tributes  they  have  paid  to  these  gentle¬ 
men.  I  believe  that  history  will  prove 
that  Charles  Wilson,  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  not  only  has  performed  with 
outstanding  ability,  but  also  has  shown 
a  tremendous  amount  of  courage  and 
good  commonsense.  As  Secretary  of 
Defense,  I  believe  he  has  given  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  President  Eisenhower 
real  administrative  leadership,  and  he 
has  given  the  Nation  a  Department  of 
Defense  and  an  industrial  rebirth,  so  to 
speak,  in  the  military,  including  the  ord¬ 
nance  plants,  which  have  brought  to  the 
Nation  military  strength  of  the  most 
efficient  type.  So  I  desire  to  commend 
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Charles  Wilson,  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  for  having  done  an  outstanding 
job. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
back  the  remainder  of  the  time  under 
my  control. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.!  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  yield  back  the  remainder  of  the 
time  under  my  control. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


proposed  by  Mr.  Clark  (for  himself,  Mr. 
Neuberger,  and  Mr.  Lausche)  ,  on  page  2, 
line  21,  or  upon  any  motion  or  amendment 
relating  thereto,  shall  be  limited  to  2  hours, 
to  be  equally  divided,  and  controlled  by  Mr. 
Clark  and  the  majority  leader;  that  upon 
any  other  amendment  or  motion,  debate 
shall  be  limited  to  30  minutes,  to  be  equally 
divided,  and  controlled  by  the  mover  of  any 
such  amendment  and  the  majority  leader: 
Provided,  That  in  the  event  the  majority 
leader  is  in  favor  of  any  amendment  pro¬ 
posed  to  the  bill,  " 


the  time  in  opposition 
thereto  shall  be  controlled  by  the  minority 

. . .  ;  leader  or  some  Senator  designated  by  him: 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  j  provided,  That  no  amendment  that  is  not 


question  now  is  on  the  engrossment  of 
the  amendment  and  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8240)  was  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 


germane  to  the  provisions  of  the  said  bill 
shall  be  received. 

Ordered  further.  That  debate  on  the  ques- 
.  tlon  of  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  shall 
be  limited  to  2  hours,  to  be  equally  divided, 
and  controlled  by  the  majority  and  minority 
’  leaders:  Provided  further,  That  the  said 
leaders,  or  either  of  them,  may,  from  the 
time  under  their  control  on  the  passage  of 
the  said  bill,  allot  additional  time  to  any 


Cooper 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Purtell 

Cotton 

Kefauver 

Revercomb 

Curtis 

Kerr 

Robertson 

Dirksen 

Knowland 

Russell 

Douglas 

Kuchel 

Saltonstali 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Schoeppel 

Ellender 

Lausche 

Scott 

Ervin 

Long 

Smathers 

Flanders 

Magnuson 

Smith,  Maine 

Goldwater 

Mansfield 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Green 

Martin,  Iowa 

Sparkman 

Hayden 

Martin,  Pa. 

Stennis 

Hickenlooper 

McClellan 

Symington 

Hill 

McNamara 

Talmadge 

Holland 

Monroney 

Thurmond 

Hruska 

Morse 

Thye 

Humphrey 

Morton 

Watkins 

Ives 

Mundt 

Wiley 

Jackson 

Murray 

Williams 

Javits 

Neuberger 

O’Mahoney 

Potter 

Yarborough 

Jenner 
Johnson,  Tex. 

Young 

P 

» 


- '  -  -  - -  J 

Senator  during  the  consideration  of  any 
passed  by  the  Senate,  be  printed,  show-  amendment,  motion,  or  appeal, 
ing  the  committee  amendment.  Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  ident,  my  only  reason  for  requesting  that 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered.  the  Unanimous-consent  agreement  be/ 

-  read— ^f  course  it  has  already  been 
enteredVis  that  inasmuch  as  it  was  eh 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  CERTAIN 

WORKS  OF  CERTAIN  IMPROVE¬ 
MENT  IN  THE  NIAGARA  RIVER 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  un¬ 
der  Jhe  unanimous-consent  agreement, 
what  is  the  pending  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Nothing 
is  pending  at  the  present  time.  The 
Chair  is  .waiting  for  the  next  bill  to  be 
called. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
thought  a  unanimous-consent  order  had 
■  been  entered.  However,  at  this  time  I 
ask  that,  under  the  previous  order,  the 
unfinished  business — namely,  Calendar 
No.  812,  House  bill  8643,  to  authorize  the 
construction  of  certain  works  of  im¬ 
provement  in  the  Niagara  River  for 
power,  and  for  other  purposes,  be  laid 
before  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

r  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfin¬ 
ished  business,  which  will  be  read  by 
title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  Calendar  No: 
812,  House  bill  8643,  to  authorize  the 
construction  of  certain  works  of  im¬ 
provement  in  the  Niagara  River  for 
power,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.-  Mr.  President,  I 
understand  that,  under  the  6rder,  the 
Senate  will  now  resume  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  that  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
correct. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  8643)  to  authorize  the 
construction  of  certain  works  of  im¬ 
provement  in  the  Niagara  River  for  pow- 
.  er,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  ask  that  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement  under  which  the  bill  is  being 
considered,  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
agreement  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 
rdered,  That  during  the  further  consider- 
tion  of  the  bill  H.  R.  8643,  the  Niagara  pow¬ 
er  bill,  debate  upon  an  amendment  to  be 


/ 


tered  earlier  in  the  day,  and  inasmuch 
as  there  ha?  not  been  an  opportunity  to 
have  it  printed,  I  thought  it  would  be 
well  to  have  i\read  at  this  time,  for  the 
information  o\  all  Members  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  CLARK.  Kir.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry.’ 

The  '  PRESIDING^  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CLARK.  Several  Nflays  ago,  sev¬ 
eral  amendments  were  printed  and  cir¬ 
culated;  they  are  amendments  to  the 
Senate  bill,  and  are  identical  to  proposed 
amendments  to  the  House  bill  which  now 
has  been  called  up. 

I  wish  to  know  whether  the  amend¬ 
ments  thus  submitted  to  the  Senate  bill 
will  be  Considered  pertinent  to  the  Hoyse 
bill,  .which  I  did  not  realize  would  be 
called  up. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  “ 
bill  is  open  to  any  amendment. 

Mr.  CLARK.  So  the  amendments  al¬ 
ready  prepared  and  distributed  as 
amendments  to  the  Senate  bill  may  be 
called  up,  and  may  be  offered  to  the 
House  bill;  is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes; 
so  long  as  the  amendments  are  germane 
to  the  bill. 

Mr.  CLARK.  I  thank  the  Chair. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  at  this  time, 
I  may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum, 
with  the  understanding  that  the  time 
required  therefor  not  be  taken  out  of  the 
time  available  under  the  order  already 
entered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered;  and  the 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land],  the.  Senator  from  Delaware  LMr. 
Frear],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Gore],  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Kennedy],  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  and  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pas- 
tore  I  are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Fulbright]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hen¬ 
nings]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate 
because  of  illness. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Malone]  is 
necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges]  and  the  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  Payne]  are  absent  because 
of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  in  order  to  represent  the  Senate  at 
the  Latin  American  Economic  Confer¬ 
ence  in  Buenos  Aires. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A 
quorum  is  present.  The  bill  is  open  to 
amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  yield  to  the  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Works, 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Chavez],  5  minutes’  time  on  the 
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PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  recognized 
for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
most  thankful  for  the  kindness  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas  in  yielding  me  5 
minutes.  I  think  the  bill  is  of  sufficient 
importance  to  the  American  people  that 
one  should  be  thankful  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  development  of  hydro¬ 
electric  power  at  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y., 
was  first  undertaken  by  private  enter¬ 
prise  over  60  years  ago.  Since  that  time 
there  have  been  many  proposals  for 
additional  development  of  power  at  that 
location. 

A  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  was  ratified  in  1950  provid¬ 
ing  for  additional  diversion  of  waters  at 
Niagara  Falls  for  power  purposes,  and 
dividing  such  diversions  between  the  two 
countries.  The  treaty  contained  a  res¬ 
ervation  that  no  project  for  use  of  the 
United  States  share  of  the  water  would 
be  undertaken  until  specifically  author¬ 
ized  by  act  of  Congress.  The  treaty 
also  provided  that  either  country  could 
utilize  the  other’s  share  of  water  until 
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that  country  completed  its  power  instal¬ 
lation. 

Since  ratification  of  the  1950  treaty, 
various  bills  have  been  introduced  in 
each  Congress  providing  for  development 
of  the  available  power  on  the  American 
side  of  the  river,  but  action  has  not  been 
completed  on  the  proposed  legislation. 
In  the  meantime,  power  installations 
have  been  completed  on  the  Canadian 
side,  and  they  are  now  utilizing  the 
United  States  share  of  the  water  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  treaty. 

The  Committee  on  Public  Works  has 
held  numerous  hearings  on  the  meas¬ 
ures  introduced  in  each  Congress. 

I  want  to  thank  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  LMr.  KerrI,  who  has  no  direct 
interest  in  the  proposed  legislation  what¬ 
soever,  for  his  patience  in  giving  his  time 
and  energy  to  it. 

During  the  83d  Congress  the  commit¬ 
tee  reported  a  bill  providing  for  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  power  at  Niagara  Palls. 
During  the  84th  Congress  the  committee 
reported  such  a  bill  and  it  was  passed 
by  the  Senate,  but  was  not  passed  by  the 
House.  At  that  time  there  were  two 
proposals  for  the  power  development  be¬ 
fore  the  committee.  One  would  have 
dix-ected  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
to  issue  a  license  to  a  private  corporatioix 
for  the  development  of  the  power,  and 
the  other  one  would  have  directed  the 
Commission  to  issue  a  license  to  the 
Power  Authority  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  with  public-preference  provisions 
included  in  such  license.  The  latter  bill 
was  the  one  passed  by  the  Senate. 

'there  were  two  bills  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Works  during  the  pres¬ 
ent  session  of  Congress.  Each  would  di¬ 
rect  the  Federal  Power  Commission  to  is¬ 
sue  a  license  to  the  Power  Authority  of 
the  State  of  New  York  for  construction 
and  operation  of  the  Niagara  Falls  pi’oj- 
ect.  One  would  give  preference  to  pub¬ 
lic  agencies  in  the  distribution  of  the 
power,  the  other  would  not. 

The  committee  held  hearings  on  these 
bills.  The  chairman  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee,  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  LMr. 
Kerr],  worked  diligently  with  the  var¬ 
ious  interested  parties  in  working  out  a 
compromise  bill  in  order  that  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  power  at  Niagara 
could  proceed.  The  compromise  bill  was 
approved  by  the  committee  and  reported 
to  the  Senate,  and  that  is  the  bill  now 
before  us. 

Senate  bill  2406  directs  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  to  issue  a  license  to 
the  Power  Authoi-ity  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  requiring  that  50  percent  of 
the  power  developed  at  Niagara  Falls 
be  made  available  at  the  lowest  rates 
reasonably  possible  to  public  bodies  and 
nonpi-ofit  organizations  within  economic 
transmission  distance.  If  the  power  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  pi'eference  provisions  is  sold 
to  utility  companies,  the  bill  requires 
that  flexible  arrangements  be  made  to 
withdraw,  on  reasonable  notice  and  fail- 
terms,  enough  power  to  meet  the  rea¬ 
sonably  foreseeable  needs  of  the  prefer¬ 
ence  customers. 

The  bill  also  provides  that  a  reason¬ 
able  portion  of  the  power  subject  to  the 
preference  provisions  shall  be  made 
available  to  neighboring  States  within 


reasonable  economic  ti-ansmission  dis¬ 
tance,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  20 
percent  of  that  power  subject  to  the  pre¬ 
ference  provisions. 

The  Power  Authority  of  the  State  of 
New  Yoi’k  was  established  by  the  legisla- 
tui-e  of  that  State  for  the  specific  pur¬ 
pose  of  developing  the  available  power  at 
Niagara  Falls  and  the  International 
Rapids  section  of  the  St.  Lawrence  River. 
The  Federal  Power  Commission  granted 
a  license  to  the  authority  for  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  St.  Lawrence  power,  and 
construction  on  that  project  is  nearing 
completion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  allotted  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  yield  3  additional  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Texas  for  his  kindness. 

The  power  authoi-ity  now  desires  a 
license  and  is  ready  to  develop  the  Ni¬ 
agara  power  in  conjunction  with  the  St. 
Lawrence  project.  Integration  and  in¬ 
terconnection  of  these  two  great  projects 
will  increase  their  feasibility  and  prove 
advantageous  to  the  region  and  to  the 
State.  \ 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  State  power 
authority  obtains  its  funds  from  the  sale 
of  revenue  bonds,  just  as  any  private 
power  company  would  do,  withappropri- 
ations  from  the  State  treasury;  There 
are  no  Federal  funds  involved  in  this 
case. 

The  Niagara  Falls  project  is  poten¬ 
tially  one  of  the  greatest  hydroelectric 
power  projects  on  the  North  American 
Continent.  No  dams  dX„  provisions  for 
storage  of  water  ax-e  necessary.  That 
storage  is  provided  by  the  Great  Lakes, 
which  insure  a  fairly  constant  l-egulated 
flow  in  the  Niagara  River.  The  power 
head  is  pi-ovided  by  the  fall  in  the  river 
which  is  concentrated  in  the  Niagara 
area. 

The  Buffalo-Niagara.  area  contains  a 
heavy  concentration  of  industry,  includ¬ 
ing  electrochemical  and  electrometal¬ 
lurgical  processing  industries  that  re¬ 
quire  a  vast  amount  of  power  for  their 
operations;  and  unless  low-cost  power 
can  be  made  available  they  cannot  con¬ 
tinue  to  operate.  The  bill  makes  pro¬ 
visions  for  meeting  the  emei-gency  Situa-, 
tion  created  for  industry  in  the  area  by 
the  collapse  of  the  Schoellkopf  power- 
plant  of  the  Niagara  Mohawk  Power 
Coi-p.  on  June  7,  1956. 

The  New  York  and  New  England  area 
has  the  highest  power  rate  of  any  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  counti-y.  It  is  hoped  that 
the  Niagara  project  will  provide  a  source 
of  cheap,  dependable  power  that  will 
provide  an  adequate  yardstick  and  per¬ 
mit  lower  power  rates  and  greater  use 
of  electi-icity  over  a  large  part  of  the 
northeastern  section  of  our  country. 

Senate  bill  2406  is  a  committee  bill. 
It  has  the  endorsement  of  the  people  of 
the  area,  the  State  officials,  and  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  private-power  com¬ 
panies  of  the  region.  It  complies  with 
the  provisiorts^of  the  1950  treaty,  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  and  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  New  Yoi-k.  It  is  not  inconsist¬ 
ent  with  the  New  York  public  authori¬ 


ties  law,  nor  does  it  conflict  with  any 
State  law  that  might  prevent  the  au¬ 
thority  from  accepting  a  license  subject 
to  the  conditions  of  S.  2406.  The  power 
from  the  project  is  urgently  needed  by 
,the  existing  industries  in  the  area,  many 
of  them  vital  to  the  defense  of  this 
Nation. 

I  urge  immediate  enactment  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  President,  I  pay  my  respects  to  and 
express  appi'eciation,  on  behalf  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works,  of  the  dili¬ 
gent  woi'k  and  energy  of  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Kerr],  who  has 
worked  so  hard  oh  this  bill,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact^that  he  had  no  pai-ticu- 
lar  direct  interest  in  it. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  15 
minutes  to  the  Senator  fi'om  New  York 
on  the  bill. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mi*.  President,  I  have  la¬ 
bored  for  7  years  on  the  effort  to  resolve 
the  Niagai’a  power  conti-oversy.  Today 
the  Senate  has  befoi-e  it  a  bill  which 
offers  the  bright  hope  that,  at  long  last, 
that  conti’ovei’sy  shall  be  ended.  And 
ended  it  must  be,  at  this  session  of  the 
Congi'ess.  One  consideration  is  para¬ 
mount — that  construction  of  this  project 
may  begin  immediately  to  meet  a  des¬ 
perate  need  for  additional  hydroelectric 
power  fi'om  the  waters  of  the  Niagara 
River. 

My  efforts  during  these  7  years  have 
been  devoted  to  helping  to  bring  the  par¬ 
ties  at  interest  together.  It  has  been  a 
lengthy  and  most  difficult  task.  The  bill 
before  us  is  a  compromise.  As  such  it 
cannot  please  all  of  the  parties  at  inter¬ 
est  in  all  of  its  details;  in  fact,  it  cannot 
please  anyone  completely.  But  it  is  a 
bill  that  all  of  the  pai’ties  can  live  with,  a 
bill  that  will  produce  the  power  and 
distribute  it  equitably.  It  is  a  bill  which 
will  rescue  a  vital  industrial  area  from  a 
decline  threatening  it  by  virtue  of  the 
high  cost  and  temporary  nature  of  emer¬ 
gency  power  now  being  obtained,  from 
Canada. 

In  this  connection,  I  point  out  that  this 
is  the  first  time  that  all  the  interests  in 
New  York  State — political",  economic, 
business,  and  other  interests — have 
united  on  a  bill  of  this  natui-e.  Demo¬ 
crats  and  Republicans,  private  power  in¬ 
terests  and  public  power  interests  are 
united  in  favor  of  the  bill. 

As  we  know,  this  bill  is  before  us  be¬ 
cause  the  Senate  attached  a  reservation 
to  the  1950  treaty  with  Canada  which 
divides  the  waters  of  the  Niagara  River 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada. 
That  reservation  specified  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  must  pass  upon  the  development  of 
future  hydroelectric  power  from  the 
American  share  of  the  Niagara’s  waters. 

The  controversy  began  as  a  struggle 
between  advocates  of  a-  Federal  power 
project  on  the  one  hand  and  of  private 
enterprise  on  the  other.  Late  in  1951, 
however,  I  proposed  that  the  State  of 
New  York  build  the  pi’oject  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  law  of  New  York  State 
providing  for  State  development.  The 
extremes  of  the  controversy  are  implicit 
in  the  legislative  history  of  this  issue. 
In  the  83d  Congress,  the  House  passed  a 
bill  providing  for  development  of  the 
project  by  private  entei-prise.  The  Sen--: 
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H.  R.  8240 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

August  12, 1957 

Ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 


AN  ACT 


To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations,  and 

for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I 

4  SeOv  L04t  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish 

5  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  for  acquiring, 

6  constructing?  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per- 

7  manent  or  temporary  publie  works?  including  the  prepara- 

8  tien?  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equipment  for  the  following 

9  projects: 
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INSIDE  TBEB  UNITES 


TECHNICAL  OROBNB 


Gorps)- 

Abcrdcen  Proving  Ground,-  Maryland-?  Troop 

to  oQQ  nop. 

y  w  O  O  ^  \J \J V 

•Anniston  Ordnance  Deputy  Alabama-:  Utilities,-  $2,01-57 
OOOt 

Jet  propulsion  laboratoryy  Gahferaiar  Utilities,-  $130y- 

000t 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot?  -Illinois :  Supply  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $-758,000? 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot?  Nebraska-:  Maintenance  facility? 
y,uuu. 

and  training-  facilities,-  maintenance  facilities,  research  and 
development  facilities,-  storage  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties?  troop  housing,-  community  facilities,  and  utilities,-  $40j- 


-{Quartcrmastcr  Gorps)- 

Atlanta  General  Depot?  Georgia-;  Operational  facility? 
land  acquisition  and  utilities?  $595,000. 

£few  Gumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvanian  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities?  $464?000.- 

Port  Pee,  Virginia :  Operational  facility,  storage  faeiii- 
tiesj  hospital  facihty,  troop  housing, 
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Seattle  Quartermaster  Market  Center,  Washington-: 
Land  acquisition,  $40,-000; 

Sharpe  General  Depot;  California-:  Operational  facilities-, - 
and  atilitlcsy  $110,000. 

F ort  -Worth  General  Depot;  -Texas :  Operational  facility, 
and  land  acquisition,  $05,000.- 

-fChcmieal  Corps) 

Fort  Detrick,  Maryland?  Utilities,  $627,000: 

Dug-way  Proving  Groun  dj  Utah-:  -Troop  housing,  $547- 
OOfo 


-(Signal  Corps) 

Fort  FCttaehuca-j  -Arizona  i  Troop  housing,-  $17030,000. 

-(Coips  ef  -Engineers-)  ■ 

Co-l-d-  regions  laboratory,  -Hanover,  Hew  Hampshire :  Be- 
seareh  and  development  facility;  $2-,  406,000. 

■Fort  Bclvoir,  Virginia :-  Operational  facilities;  training 
facility-,-  and  maintenance  facility,  $1-, 654, -000; 

Granite  City  -Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Utilities;  $765,- 
OOOr 

-(-Transportation  Corps) - 

Brooklyn  Army  -Base7  Hew  V-orFf  Operational  facilities; 
$l;160,000r 

Charleston  TC  Depot,-  South  Carolina: 


facilities;  $306,000: 
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Fort  Eustis?  Virginia-:  Operational  facilities?  troop  hous¬ 
ing?  administrative  facility?  and  utilities?  $3,039,000. 

Oakland  Army-  Base?  California :  Mcdieal  facility? 

$602?000r 

-(Medical  Corps-)- 

Fitzsimons  -Army  Medical  Center?  Colorado?  -T-r-oop 
housing,  $937,000? 

Waiter  -Reed  M-edieal  Center,  Washington,  IV  G—  Ftil- 


ities?  $4?f 


¥mhB  EOEOES 


(First  Anny  Area)- 
Fort  ©evens?  Massachusetts? 


r?  main¬ 


tenance  facilities,-  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing?  and 

Fort  Fix?  Few  Jersey?  Maintenance  facilities?  $303-, 000. 
-(Second  Army  A-rca-)- 

Ar  F?  Hid  Military  -Reservation,  Virginia :  -Troop  kous- 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky :  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities?  storage  facilities,  and  utilities?  $4;,  200, 000.- 
Fort  George  CO  Meade?  Maryland :  Administrative  facil¬ 
ity?  troop  housing  and  community  facilities?  $-2-, 609,000. 
Fort  Ritchie?  Maryland :  Troop 
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-(Third  Army  Arcaf 

Fort  Bennmgj  Georgia :  Operational  facilities,-  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,-  $1,-58 3-, 000.- 

Fort  -Bragg,-  Forth  Carolina-?  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilitiesj  $-l,051700Q7 

-Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky-;  Operational  facilities?  main¬ 
tenance  facilities?  ground  improvements,  and  utilities,- 
$5,117,OOOt 

Fort  Bucher,-  Alabama :  Operational  facilities,  and  troop 
housings  $5-,-703?000t 

Fort  Stewart,-  Georgia?  -Troop  housing,-  $3769-1-,000t 
-(■Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  -Bliss,  Texas-;-  Operational  facilities,-  training  facili- 
ties?  maintenance  facilities?  storage  facilities,  medical  facility, 
administrative  faciitics,-  troop  housings  community  facilities, 
and  utilities?  $7— 704-?000.- 

Fort  Hood?  Texas-?  Operational  facilities?  training  faeili- 
ties?  administrative  facility?  maintenance  faeilitics?  com¬ 
munity  facility,-  and  utilities?  $2,362,000. 


Fort  Folk-?  Bouisiana : 


facilities, 


nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $7,-734,000. 

Fort  Sam  -Houston,  Texas-?  Acquisition  of  land  and 
improvements,-  $6 75-, -000. 
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(Fifth  Army  Area)- 

Fort  Carson-?  Colorado :  Utilities?  $4, 049,000.- 
Fort  Leavenworth,-  -Kansas-;  Utilities?  $330,0007 
Fort  RUoy?  Kansas-i  Operational  facility?  maintenance 
faeility,  and  troop  housing?  $2,525,000 

Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Missouri-;  Troop 


(Sisth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington :  Operational  facilities?  mainte- 
nance  f anilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facility ,- 
and  utilities?  $1?487,000. 

Fort  Ord?  California-:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  troop  housing,-  and  utilities,  $5,231,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy?  West  Point,  Kew 
¥ork:  -Utilities,  $1-666^000.- 

-( Armed  -Forecs  Special  Weapons) 

Marions  installations :  Operational  faeility?  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,056,000. 

Marions  locations-:-  Operational  facility,-  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities?  administrative  facilities,  storage  facilities?  community 
facilities?  troop  housing?  family  housng,  and  utilities? 
$8-, 466, 000.- 
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Continental  Unites  States) 
(Alaskan  Area) 

Alaska  general,-  Eielson  Air  Eorco  -Basey  Bert  Ereely, 
-Ladd  Air  Beree  Basey  Bert  Biehardsony  an4  taetieal  instal¬ 
lations-?  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  faeilitics7  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,-  famity  hoasingy  an4  utilities,  $4-,  113,000-. 

-(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Brfpler  Army-  Hospitaly  Hawaii?  Medical  facilities, 
^B54;000r 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 

facility,  and 


Bert  Buebaeaey  Puerto  Pico  :■ 
utilitiesy  $fi7-3;000.- 

Bert  Gulieky  Canal  Eone-?  Community  faeilit-y,-  $289,000- 
-(United  States  Armyy  Enrepe)- 
Marions  locations-  Maintenance  faciliticsy  and 
eifitiesy  $2-0,^54,000, 

(Army  Uorccs  Bar  East)- 
Marions  installations-?  Operational  faeilitiesy 
itiesy  maintenance  facilites,-  storage  faclitiesy  troop 
community  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  medieal  faeili- 
tiesy  and  utilities, 


fa- 


facd- 


SeOt  BOA  Pfic 


a|  f]\A  A_jrmx[  ry>  o  t-*-  /vnt-  o  1a1  l  ny 
ATT  tntJ  Tltlxly  TTltt  y1  UoT  ctolioll  ATT 

develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  ac¬ 
quiring-,-  constructing,-  convcrtingy  rehabilitating,  or  installing 
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land  acqui- 
and  equip- 


pcrmanent  or  temperary  public  worksy  h 
sition,  site  preparationy  appurtenances, 
menty  in  a  total  amount  of  $143,Q02yQ00r 

Sbc.  10-3t  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
purchase  out  of  appropriations  available  for  military  con¬ 
struction  family  housing  including  necessary  land  aty  or  neary 
military  taetieal  installations  for  assignment  as  pubhe 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  depen  dentsv  Uot 
more  than  -300  units  of  sueh  housing  may  he  purchased 
under  this  section.'  Space  limitations  per  unit  will  he  in 
accordance  with  subsections  -(a)^  (h)  ,■  and  -(e)-  of  section 
4774  of  title  40y  United  States  Code,  and  cost  limitations 


as  now  or 


OA11- 

“Ull 


for  military 

structed  with  appropriated  fundsr 

SbO;  104.  -(a)-  Public  Law  300y  Eighty-third  Congress, 
is  amended,'  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  in  section  404y  as  follows : 

Under  die 


TECHNICAL  SEEVICES  FACILI¬ 
TIES  -(Ordnance  Corps)-”  with  respect  to  Led  Liver  Arsenaly 
T-exas,  strike  out  “$l,808,00tU  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

fa, -£13, 000”, 


it 


-(h)-  Public  Law  300y 


as 
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amended,  is  amended  by  striking  eat  in  eiauso  -(4)-  of  section 
£02  tfee  amounts  ^M-rOOOyOOQ”  and  ^$433;67l7000”  and 
inserting  in  place  thereof  -3$447407,000’-  and  -^134,075, 
OOO—  respectively.- 

Sec.  40£t  -(a)-  Public  Paw  £347  -Eighty  third  Congress, - 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
Edited  States”  in  section  4047  as  follows? 

Under  the  safeheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  -(Signal  Corps-)  ■”  with  respect  to  Department  of  the 
Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Camp  Betriek?  Mary- 
land,  strike  oat  “$2-300,000-’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
^$3t434tOOO^ 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
-(Military  -Academy)  ”  with  respeet  to  United  States  Military 
Academy,-  Mew  York,  strike  oat  ‘^$97950, -000-  and  insert 
in  piaeo  thereof  “-$417-083, 000”? 

-(h)-  -Public  Paw  £347  Eighty  third  Congress,  as 
amended,-  is  amended  fey  striking  oat  in  clause  -f4f  of  sec¬ 
tion  £02  the  amounts  “$129,0967000-  and  “$23670607000” 
and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$131,9067000-’  and  —23 87- 
840,-000^7  respectively. 

Sect  406t  -(a)-  Public  Paw  4347  -Eighty-fourth  Congress? 
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as  amended?  is  amended  under  the  beading  “Continentar 
United  States^  in  seetion  401-7  as  follower 

Under  die  subheading  “technical  services  faci lf- 


>> 


ties  -(Ordnanee  Corps)- 

-(4-)-  with  respect  to  Aberdeen  Proving  Greund7 
7  strike  out  --$1-,736,000”  and  insert  in  plaee 
“$2,039,000-7 
-f2)-  with  rcspeet  to  Beneea  Ordnanee  Depot,-  Uew 
-Ae-rk-  strike  out  “$4-29,000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
“$212,000-7 

-Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps y1  with  respect  to  Port  Dee? 
-Virginia^  strike  out  --$87089,000-  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
^$9t874t000U 

Under  the  subheading'* technical  services  faclli- 
t-ies  (Chemical  Corps)-- — 

-(4)-  with  respect  to  Camp  Dotrick?  Maryland, 
strike  out  ^$452? 000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
^$525,000’7 

-{2)-  with  respect  to  Bugway  Proving  Ground? 
Utah?  strike  out  -$-h,-429?000”  and  insert  in  plaee 
thereof  ^$1,194, 000’7 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  faceli  ■ 
ties  -transportation  Corps)  ” — 

-f4)-  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base,  Uew 
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strike  out  -AA, 05 5, 000-  and  Insert  in  place  thereof 
-^fl, -240,900a 

-(2)-  -with  respect  to  Bort  Bustis,  -Virginia,  strike  out 
-16,597,000-  and  insert  in  place  thereof  AIR, 072,000”- 
4Mer  the  subheading  --TEcnxTOAT,  se-ryioes  -{Med- 
ieal  Corps)  ” — 

-fif  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medical  Center, 
Bexas,  strike  oot  -■$549,' 000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
^6,000A 

-(3)-  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hospital  Wash  ■ 
ington,  strike  oat  --$33-3,000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
^$069,000”. 

-f3)-  with  respect  to  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical 
Center,  District  of  Columbia,  strike  oat  “$3,557,000” 
and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$4,472,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  ‘-Fm-D  forces  f  abilities  (See- 
end  Army  Area)-- — with  respect  to  Bort  H-ofabird,  Mary¬ 
land^  strike  oat  “$6-42,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
A|gOO,OOOA 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Third  Army  Area)-- — with  respect  to  Camp  Jack-son ,  Sooth 
Carolina,  strike  oat  “$5,000,000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
A|40,100,0OOA 

Under  the  subheading  -fifed  forges  facilities 


-(Boarth  Army  Area-)  -” — with  respeet-  to  Bort  Hood,  Texas, 
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strike  out  **$12,922,000^-  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$44-,288yOOOA 

Under  the  subheading  “field  foege-S  facilities 
-{Eifth  Army  Aren)— — 

with  respect  to  Eort  Garson,-  Goloradoy  strike 
ent  -*$7,48-7,000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  ^^$876847- 
000A 

-(A)-  with  respect  to  Eort  Leavenworth,  Kansas,- 
strike  out  “$8j645,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“9,898,OQOA 

-(8)-  with  respeet  to  Gamp  Lnea%  Michigan;  strike 
out  **$140,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$498,000^7 
Under  the  subheading  -field  fo-egeg  fagllitibb 
(Armed  Eorces  Special  Weapons  Erojcet)  ” — with  respect 
to  various  installations;  strike  out  “$8,044,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$8,284,  OOOA 

-(h)-  Eubhe  Law  464;  -Eighty-fourth  Gongressy  as 
amended,-  is  amended  under  the  heading  ^Ul-tsld-b  Gofti- 
neatal  UAit-ed  States-  in  section  404  as  follows : 

Under  the  subheading  *LVlaskan  A-rea^ — with  respect  to 
Wildwood  Station  -(Kenai)  strike  out  “$469,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$559,000— 

-(e)-  Public  Law  464;  Eighty  -fourth  Gongrc33,  as 
amended,-  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  -(4)-  of  section 
508  the  amounts  ^225, -277-, 000”,  ^747984-, 000”;  and 
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-  $5 34,2-5 4?000”  and  inserting  is  place  thereof  ^240t2-20- 

» 

000^  ■‘-‘$?fr07470Q0^  and  ^$549,287,000”,  respectively. 

SeOt  40U  -(a)-  Pivbiie  Law  908?  Eighty-fourth  Gongrcss? 
is  amended  under  Ore  heading  --Inside  -the  -United 
States”  is  section  404  as  follows-; 

Under  the  subheading  -'technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Gorps)  - — 

-(4-)-  with  respeet  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,-  jNew 
Work?  strike  out  “$88?000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
-^■l-36?000”7 

-(d)-  with  respect  to  Bedstone  -Arsenal,-  Alabama, 
strike  out  “$6,1-59-, 000^’  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili- 
tebs  (Quartermaster  Gorps)— — 

-(4)-  with  respeet  to  Atlanta  General  Depot?  strike 
out  “$832?000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ^9847000^ 
-(d)-  with  respect  to  Eort  Worth  General  Depot? 
-Texas?  strike  out  “$1?28-57000-  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ^$4r84?,-00ffh 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities” — 
-(4r)-  with  respeet  to  Eort  -Bliss?  -Texas?  strike  out 
“$5,304, -000^’  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$8-,2937000W 
-(d)-  with  respeet  to  Eort  Sid?  Oklahoma?  strike  out 
“$1,173,000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$5,-798,000^ 
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-(3)-  with  respect  to  idrt  Leaven-worthy  Kansas 

4 

strike  out  “$1,092,000-  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,-343,000^ 

-(b)-  Public  Paw  368y  Eighty-fourth  Congressy  as 
amended,  is  amended  hy  striking  out  in  section  403y  “$200y~ 
7 83,000^  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$203,331,000-”. 

-(e)-  Public  Eaw  338y  Eighty-fourth  Gongressy  as 
amcndcdy  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  -(4)-  of  sec¬ 
tion  402  the  amounts  ^$86y9-43y00^  ^$200,7-8-3,000^,-  and 
“$323,462,000-^  and  inserting  in  plaee  thereof  ^kjjbbyblby- 
000^  -^$203,3-34y000^y  and  “$334,104,000^-  respectively; 

T-IT-L-E  44 


Seo.-  204t  Eke  Secretary  of  the  Eavy  may  establish 
or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquirings 
constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  hi  stalling  perma¬ 
nent  or  temporary  public  werksy  including  site 
appurtenances,  utilities^  and  equipment  for  the 
prejeetsa 


4^8-ibb  the  Edited  Spates 
SHIP  YARD  FACILITIES 

Eaval  Engineering  Experiment  Station,  -A-nnnpolkq 
Maryland :  Envelopment  and  test  facilities,-  $6-18yOOO. 

Ea-val  Shipyardy  Ercmcrtony  Washington :  Erydoek 
$25,438,000r 


Eaval  Shipyard,-  Erooklyny  Eew 


Mork- : 


$ly452,000.- 
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Bavid  -Taylor  Model  Basin-, ■  Cardcrock,  Maryland-: 
Utilities?  $115,000.- 

-Naval  Shipyard?  Bong  Beach,  California-:  -Facilities  for 
remedying  effects  ol  ground  subsidence?  $4?500,000. 

•Naval  Submarine  Base?  Kew  -London-,-  Connccticat : 
Waterfront  facilities?  $2,966,000. 

Naval  Shipyard  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $2?- 
908?000,- 

Naval  Shipyard?  Portsmouth?  New  Hampshire-:  Mcdieai 
facilities?  $391?OOQt 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station?  Key  W cst?  -Florida:  -Troop  faoasing? 
fl?32O?00& 

Naval  Station?  Long  Beach?  California:  Waterfront 
■facilities?  $544?Q0Qt 

Naval  Station?  Newport?  -Rhode  Island- :■  Troop  housing? 
commanity  facilities  and  atihties?  $3,34-2, OOOr 

Naval  Base?  Norfolk?  -Virginia:  Waterfront  facilities? 
$7,808?000t 

AVIATION-  FACILITIES 
-fNavai  Air  Training  Stations)- 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chase  Field-,-  Texas  :  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities?  $56 6 >000.- 

1ST  aval  Air  Station?  Corpus  Christi?  Texas :  Operational 
faeilties  (Optieal  landing  system-)-,- 
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■Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco?  Georgia:  Utilities?  $293?000.- 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station?  Kingsville,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities?  (Optical  landing  system)-  $160,000. 

Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Meridian?  Mississippi : 
Operational  facilities?  and  maintenance  facilities?  $10,- 
06 7-, -000.- 

-N aval  Auxliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia?  Louisiana:- 
Operational  facilities?  and  maintenance  facilities?  $3,653,000? 

Naval  Air  Station,-  Pensacola,-  -Florida?  Operational 
facilities,  waterfront  facilities?  and  land  acquisition?  $8?- 
-22-5?000? 

Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station?  Saufley  -Field?  Florida : 
Operational  facilities?  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility)  ? 
$-30?000? 

-(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)- 

Naval  Air  Station,  Alameda,  California-?  Operational 
facilities?  -{Guided  missile  support  facilities)-?  $1-80,000. 

Naval  Air  Station?  -Brunswick,  Maine-?  Operational 
facilities?  and  land  acquisition,  $480,-000. 

Naval  Air  Station?  Cecil  -Field,  Florida  :■  Operational 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities-, ■  and  land  acquisition, 
$7,751,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  -Field,  Crows  Landing?  Califor¬ 
nia-?  Operational  facilities?  -{Tactical  air  navigation  facility)  -, 
$80?000. 
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N  aval  Auxiliary  Aw  Stationy  Eden  tony  North  Carolina : 
Operational  labilities,  $199,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  California : 
Operational  facilities,  mosskall,  and  land  acquisition, 
$4,A74yO00? 


Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Stationy  Eallon,  Nevada-;  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4yl-09,000: 


Naval 


■Facility,  Harvey  Point,  -North  Carolina : 

facilities,  supply  facilities^ 


ri  Operational 


Operational  faeilitiesy 
and  utilities,  $5y7-2 8,000. 

Naval  Air  Stationy  Jacksonville, 
facilities,'  -(-Taetieal  air  navigation  facility)-,  $39,000. 

■Naval  Air  Stationy  Hey  West,  Florida :  Operational 
facilities, 


By  DtUlllT  j 

Naval  Air  Station-,-  Lcmoorc,-  California: 

q  maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $30,594,000. 
Naval  Auxiliary,  Air  Stationy  Mayport,  Elorlda-: 
tional  facilitlesy  $3-84,000? 

Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar,  Calif omia :  Operational  fa- 
eilitles,  $3y404,000? 

Naval  Air  Stationy  Norfolk,-  Virginia; :■  Operational  facili- 
tiesy  and  maintenance  faeillticsy  $5y46-7y000? 

Naval  Air  Station,  North  Island,  San  Diego,  California-: 


Maintenance 


q  and  supply  faeilitiesy  $7-,964y0Q0? 


H.  R.  8240 - 2 
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1  A-aval  Air  Station,  Oeeana;  Virginia-?  Operational  and 

2  training  facilities;  maintenance  facilities;'  utilities  and  ground 

3  improvement  and  land  acquisition?  $6;9-c§,GOOt 

4  Aaval  Air  Station,  Quonset  -Feint,-  Ldtode  Islands  Opera- 

5  tional  facilities,-  (aircraft  parking  areas)-;  $882,000? 

^  A aval  Auxiliary  Landing  -Field,-  San  Clemente  island; 

and 


fo  pili  lino 

1.  cl  Ulll  l  lv  fa  J 

g  utilities, $9, 148, 000. 

9  Aaval  Air  Station;  Wlndfeey 

10  crational  facilities;  and  land  acquisition,-  $-9;8GA0OOr 

11  -(Marino  Corps  Air  Stations) 

12  Marine  Corps  Auxiliary;  Air  Station;  Leaufort;  Seutk 


13  Carolina : 


q  supply  facilities;  and  admin- 

14  istrative  facilities,  $2-,63-2;0007 

15  Marine  Corps  Air  Station;  Cherry  Point,  N-ortk  Caro- 

16  lma-7  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities;  adminis- 

17  trati-vo  facilities;  supply  facilities;  and  utilities  and  ground 

18  improvements,  $6;503-,-000. 

19  Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Loro;  California :  Opera 

20  tional  facilities,  $3;620,000. 

21  Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station;  Mojave,-  California? 

22  Land  acquisition,  $3;281,000. 

23‘  Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,-  Mew  Liver; 

24  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $132,000. 
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(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)' 

Aaval  Air  Development  Center,  Johnsvillc,  -Pcnnsyl 
vania-r  Operational  facilities,  $39,000.' 

Aaval  Air  Station,  Patux-cnt  River,  Maryland  -  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $dy209y0007 

Aaval  Air  -Missile  Peat  Center,  Point  M-ugu,  California^ 
Operational  facilities  (including  operational  facilities  on  San 
Aleoias  Island)  7  $3,479,000.- 

Aaval  Air  Pueifity,  John  IP  Towers  Picld  -(-location 
to  he  deternnned)  4  Band  acquisition,  $3y200y000r 

SOPPLY-E  AOIRHUE  S 


■Eleetronies  Supply  Offiee7  Great  Bakesy  Illinois :  Admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $92y000r 

Aaval  Ordnance  Supply  Ofliee,  Mechanicshurg^  -Penn¬ 
sylvania  :  Administrative  faeilitiesy  $155,000.' 

A-viation  Supply  Office-,-  Philadelphia,-  Pennsylvania-:-  Ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  $550,0007 

MAItfifE  CORPS  FAeiLm-ES 


Marine  Corps  Supply-  (Center,  Albanyy  Georgia :  Com¬ 
munity  faeilitics,  $-1407Q00t 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Centery  -Barstow,-  California : 
Maintenance  faeilitics,  administrative  facilities,  troop  hous- 


ingy  and 
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1  Marine  Corps  Base?  Camp  Lcieune?  Xorth  Carolina-: 

2  Operational  and  training  facilities?  troop  bousing,  and  utd- 

4  Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,-  Parris  Island,  South  Care- 

5  linar  Training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  feerh- 

6  ties?  and  utilities-,-  $3,199,000r 

7  Marine  Corps  Base?  Camp  Pendleton?  California-:-  Opera- 

8  tional  facilities;,-  and  utilities?  $1,469,000. 

9  Marine  Corps  Schools?  Quantico,  Virginia-:  Community 

10  facilities,-  development  and  test  facilities,-  supply  facilities? 

11  troop  housing,  and  utilities?  $2,-2-1-3?OOOt 

12  Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Ban  -Diego,-  California: 

13  Training  facilities,  $116,000. 

14  .Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twenty-Nine  Palms, 

15  California :  -Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin- 

16  istrativc  facilities,  and  community  faeilites?  $2,33-1-, 000.- 

17  ORDtfAKOE  FACILITIES 

18  Nnval  Ammunition  Depot?  -Bangor,  Washington-:  Btili- 

19  ties?  $3-1-6,0007 

20  Naval  Ordnance  Test  Station,  China  Lake,  Califemla:- 

21  Supply  facilities,  $-144,000. 

22  Naval  Ordnance  Laboratory,  Corona,  California-:-  Re- 

23  search  and  development  facilities?  $4-94,000. 

Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory?  Daingerfield,  Texas : 
25  -Research  and  development  faedties?  $2,649,000. 
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Physics  Laboratory,  Howard  County,  Mary 
land-7  Research  and  development  facilities,-  $4-y452yOOO. 

N aval  Magazine?  -Port  Chicago,  California :  Maintenance 
facilities-  and  utilities,  $7-2-3,000.  £ 


SBWIOE  SCIIOOL  FACILITIES 


G 


Naval  -Academy,  Annapolis,  -Maryland :  -Dormitory 
foundations,-  $-1,002-, OOOr  7 

Naval  Rooming  Stationy  Charleston^-  South  Carolina : 
Troop  housing,  $1-, 2-2-5, 000r  0 

Naval  -Training  Cen-tery  Great  Lakesy  Illinois :  Training 
facilities^  and  troop  housing,  $5,-59SyOO(b 

Naval  Training  Centery  San  Diego-, -  California:-  Training 
faeditiesj  and  troop  housing?  $5,375?000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 


Naval  Communication  Statieny  Norfolky  Virginia :  Oper¬ 
ational  facilitiesy  $443,000.- 

Naval  Communication  Stationy  Newport,  Rhode  Island  : 
Operational  faeilitiesy  $4-y30-7-,-000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,-  San  Diego-, -  California: 
Operational  facilities,  $100-,000r 

Naval  Communication  Center,  Stockton,  Calif omia :  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  land  aequisitiony  $4R0yOO9r 

Naval  Radio  Stationy  Washington  County,  Maine-:  Op¬ 


erational  faeilitiesy  and  utilities, 
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0FFI6E  OF  yA-V-AF 
Naval  Kcscareh  Laboratory  District  ef  Columbia-:  Be- 
scareli  ami  development  fachitiesy  $-1  80,-909? 

YAKDS  A»  DOERS  FACIL1TFEE 
Naval  Shipyard,'  Brooklyn  New  York?  Utilities,  $332y 
000? 

Bubhe  Works  Center7  Norfolk,-  Virginian  Utilities,  $3j- 
214,000? 

Naval  Construction  Battalion  Ccnter7  Bert  II  non  erne, 
ear  Supply  facilities,-  and  administrative  facihtiesy 


OUTSIDE  YEFE  Uni-T-BD 


SniPY-ABD  EAeHUYffiS 


Naval  Shipyard,  Pearl  Uar-bor7  Oabu,  Territory  ef  Ha- 
wain  Waterfront  facilities,  and  operational  faeilkiesy  $0y- 
OTBjOOOt 

Naval  Base,  Subie  Bay  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands-? 
Maintenance  facilities,-  hospital  faeilkiesy  troop  bousing  and 
community  facilities,  and  utilkiesy  $Oy 28-7, 009? 

Naval  Station,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon;  Philippine  Islands-? 
-Troop  housing  and  community  facilities;  supply  facilities,  and 
ground  improvementsy 

FLEET  EASE 

Naval  Statieny  Adah,-  Alaska-?  Hospital  faeilitiesy  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  bousing  $17005,000. 
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Commander  in  Chief  Pacific,-  Hcadquartersy  P-earl  Bur- 
kory  Oahuy  Territory  of  Hawaii-?  Administration  facilities  and 
utilities?  $302y000? 

Kawd  Station?  Guantanamo  Bay,-  Cuba-?  Gtilitios,  $4?- 
OOOyOOO? 

-Na-ual  Station?  San  Juan?  Puerto  Ilieo :  -Utilities,  $190?- 
000? 


AVIATION  FACILITIES 


Kaval  Air  Station?  Agana? 
erational  facilities  (Guided  missile  s 
000? 

Knwal  Station?  Argentia?  Canada? 
eommunity  faeditiesy  $1,793,000? 

Kawal  Air  Station?  Barkens  Point,  Oahu?  Territory  of 
Hawaii-:  Operational  facilities  (Aircraft  parking 


Islands  :■  Op- 
rt  facilities) ,  $128— 

rHy  housing  and 


Ah’-  Station?  Guhi  Pointy  Luzony  Philippine  Is- 
deddiesy  and  land  acquisition?  $149,000? 
Aa^al  Air  Station?  Guantanamo  Bayy  Cuba?  Operational 
lities?  $5y70 0,000. • 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Kaneohe  Bayy  Oahuy  Tom- 
tory  of  Hawaii?  Operational  facilities,-  $249-, - 000? 

Aawd  Station?  Kwajalcin,  Marsbad  Islands? 


24 


1  Naval  Station?  Midway  Islands?  Territory  of  Hawaii-? 

2  Operational  facilities  (tactical  air  navigation  facility)-,- 

3  $69?0G07 

4  Naval  Air  Facility,  Naha?  Okinawa Waterfront  faciii  ■ 

5  tics  at  White  Beach?  $504?000r 

6  Naval  Air  Station?  Beesevek  Hoads,-  Puerto  Rico-?  Oper- 

7  ational  facilities?  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing?  utili  ■ 

8  tics?  and  land  acquisition,  $-15?  182 ,-000.- 

9  surrnv  facilities 

10  Naval  Station,  Adak,  Adaskar  Supply  facilities,- 

11  $1,550,000. 

12  Naval  Station?  Ouam?  Mariana  Islands:-  Community 

13  facilities,  $884,000.- 

14  Naval  Supply  Depot?  Sahic  Bay,  -Luzon?  Bhilippinc 

15  Islands :  Supply  facilities,  and 

16  ORDNANCE 

17  Naval  -Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii : 

18  Maintenance  facilities,  utilities?  and  land 


19  $904,000. 

20  COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

21  Naval  Communication  Station?  Adak?  Alaska:  Troop 

22  housing?  $1,053,000. 

23  Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada :  Operational  facilities? 


24  and  troop  housing?  $898,000. 
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Aaval  Communication  Statioriy  -Fincgayan,  Guam,  Mari¬ 
ana  Islands:  Tr-oop  housing,  $594,000. 

Haval  Security  Group  Activity,-  -Istanbul,  Turkey :  Op¬ 
erational  faeilitiesy  and  troop  housing,  $1410,000. 

Aaval  Security  Group  Aetivity,  Sakata,'  Japan:  Opera 
toinal  facilities,  $69,000. 

^aval  Security  Group  Activity,  southern  Japan:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  housing-,  and  utilities  and  ground  im- 
provementsy  $726,000. 

A  aval  Padio  Station,  Wahiawa,  Oaku7  Territory  of 
Hawaii :  Operation  facilities-,-  $47392,000. 

YARDS  AKB  BOOKS  FACILITIES 

Bublie  Works  Center;  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba :  Utilities, 
$1,093,000. 

Public  Works  Gentery  Subic  -Bay,-  Luzon,-  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands-;  Maintenance  facilities,  $393,000. 

Sect  -202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Aavy  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  con¬ 
struct  ingy  eonvertingy  rehabilitatingy  or  installing  permanent 
or  temporary  public  worksy  ineluding  land  acquisition,'  site 
preparationy  appurtenancesy  utilities,  and  equipment  in  the 
total  amount  of  $65,091,000.' 

Se07  203t  -fa)-  Public  Law  594,  Eighty- second  Con- 
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gross,  as  amended-,-  is  amended  under  Ore  heading  ^Con- 
tinentae  United  States1-  in  section  204;  as  follows-: 

■Under  the  subheading  “yards  an®  bogies  fact-lb- 
ties",  w4th  respect  te  “Various  locations'1,-  strike  out  AHt- 
OOOyOOO1--  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,d60;000": 

-(h)-  Public  Paw  034;  Elghty-seeond  Congress,  as 
amended;  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202y  “$8G— 
397-000^  and  inserting  in  piaee  thereof  ‘  ‘ $90A44);009 A 
-(e)-  Public  Eaw  034;  Eighty-second  Congress;  as 

i-v->  r\ A  A  in  o i>~>  r\  11  /I c\/-|  T\tt  of  Irm rr  ah f  in  nl  l  O  \  a f 

?tirlvllUl-u)  jo  MU n  l KlUU  1 7  y  TTrl  J  iVllJ ^  uut  ttt  UlalloU  J  V/ 1 

section  402  the  amounts  ^138;183-,-000--’,  ‘-WfodOT-,- 
000—;  and  -“$2 5 6-, 8-7-0;000--  amt  inserting  respectively  in 
place  thereof;  $439^43^00^  “$90,489;Q00A  and 

^$206;927-,000"-.- 

SeOt  204:  -faf  Publie  Eaw  034;  Eighty-third  Congress; 
as  amended;  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continent  ae 
United  States"  in  section  204  as  febowse 

Under  the  subheading  “a-fbation  faoieities"  with 
respect  to  the  Uaval  Auxiliary  Air  Station;  El  Centro;  Cab- 
fomia;  strike  out  4$220-,000"  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

00(Y-  *  \\Tl  f imopp/d  f  A  PIa/a  ~!\ frn*l  11  A  A  iv  nfinii 

qp>_> \JV  j V  J  v7V7  .  Tvltti  lTDprrt  ttj  Tirt7  Tixttl  11 1 L  V  Ul  l/n  li  11  UttMTit? tl  J 

El  Eero;  California;  strike  out  AUi070,000’-  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  ^2,030,000" ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Aaval 
Air  Station;  Glenview,  Ebneis;  strike  out  <‘$70;0001-  and 


insert  in  place  thereof  <£$470,000". 
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-(h)-  Eukhe  Law  §34,  Eighty  third  Congress,  as 

ly  is  amended  hy  striking  outy  in  section  202-,  Af>63y 
and  inserting  in  place  thereof  -^$30;656,000”. 
-(e)-  Public  Eaw  §34y  Eighty-third  Congress,'  as 

ly  is  amended  hy  striking  ont  in  eiansc  -(A)-  el  seetion 
§02  the  amounts  -f402y956,000^y  A$63y358y000^y  ^$202y- 

555, 000”,  ^70?656,0Q0”,-  and  ^$210y704y000”T 

Se€t  -205.-  -fn)-  -Pah-lie  La-w  404y  Eighty  fourth  Congress, 
as  amendcdy  is  amended  under  the  heading  Continent  a  Tj 
Emmf}  Stat-es”  in  seetion  204  as  follows-; 

-fk)-  Ender  the  subheading  “ssirYABB  FAetnm-EtEy 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Eepair  Eaeilit-y,-  San  Diego,-  Cah- 
fomia,  strike  out  ‘2$>62-9,-000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
‘‘$k,099,OQOE 

-f2f  Ender  the  subheading  ^Tbeet  base  EAeHMEEtEy 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Stationy  Orangey  Texas,  strike  out 
“$399-, ■ 000  -  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  ^$563y000”; 

-(3)-  Ender  the  subheading  --‘AViA-gpjett  eagibhues 
-f Naval  Air  Training  Stations)  ”,  with  respeet  to  the  Naval 
Auxiliary  Air  Stationy  Eingsvilley  Texas,  strike  out  -$3y686y 
OOfE  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$ly292j00Q-”;  and  with 
respeet  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Stationy  New  Iberiay 
Eeuiskmay  strike  out  ‘‘$24,361,000”  and  insert  in  place 
‘$26,871,000^ 
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-(4)-  Under  the  subheading  “ aviation  -facilities 
-(-Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)  ”,-  with  respeet  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Alameda,  California?  strike  eut  “$3,729,000” 
and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  ^$4y£17?000”;-  with  respect  te 
the  Naval  Air  Station,-  Moffett  Field,  California,  strike  eat 
“$2,581-, 000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,355,000”; 
and  with  respeet  to  the  Outlying  -Field?  Whitehoaso  Field, 
Duval  County?  Florida?  strike  oat  -$1,087,000”  and  insert 
in  plaee  thereof  “$1,587,000”. 

-(h)-  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  -facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations-)  with  respeet  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Lake-hurst,  New  Jersey,  strike  oat  -  $16,311, 
000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  ^^AFfyOl-MdU’. — 

-(Of  Under  the  subheading  “ordnance  facilities”, 
with  respeet  to  the  Naval  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory, 
-Daingerficldy  Texas?  strike  oat  “$1,111,000”  and  insert  in 
plane  thereof  “$l?7-5 1,000”-;  and  -with  respect  te  the  Naval 
Ordnance  Test  Station?  Inyokern,  California?  strike  oat 
^$375,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  --$475?000A 

-fef  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties1-  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian 
Bead,  Maryland,  strike  oat  ‘^$7-80,000^  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ^8-70, 000”. 

-fbf  -Public  Law  16-1 ,  Eighty  fourth  Congress,  as 
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amended, -  is  amended  under  tire  heading  “Offside  Conti  ■ 
nental  United  States”'  in  section  204  as  follows-: 

-(if  -Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities” 
with  respect  te  the  Naval  Station,  Kwajelcin,  Marshall 
Islandsy  strike  eat  “$4-4-14,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$5,235,-000-4 

f2f  Under  the  subheading  *  ‘communication  facili¬ 
ties”,  with  respeot  to  the  -Naval  Communication  Facility, 
hurt  Lyauteyj  -French  Mereeeoy  strike  out  “$2t848>000^  and 
insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$3,-1-98,60Q”t 

-fef  Public  Uaw  404y  Eightydourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202  ■ 

312,100”  and  inserting  in  plaee  thereof  “$152,763,100”.- 
-fdf  Public  Eaw  PO-ty  Ei-ghtydourth  Congress-,-  as 
amend cdj  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  f2f  of  sec¬ 
tion  002  the  amounts  “$299,512-,60(C,  -^$107,191,300--, 
“$151,312,100”,-  and  “$56i,-046,30CC  and  inserting  re¬ 
spectively  in  place  thereof  “$3-08,163,600”-,  “$108,-365,- 
300^  “$152,763,400^,  and  “$5757592,300d 

Sect  200t  -faf  Pubhc  Eaw  968,-  -Eighty-fourth  Congress, - 
is  amended  under  the  heading  -“Inside  the  United 
States”  in  seetion-  204y  as  follows! 

-(If  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities11 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyardy  Charleston^-  South  Care- 
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linn  :  o i  } ]-r p  Aiif'i  i-i 

iJLlJ.clj  Oil  illU  V7TTt7 

“$1-91-, 000-;-  and  with  respeet  te  tke  Naval 
Beach,-  Cakfemi%  strike  out 
plaee  thereof  “$S,l-69y000A 


—  and  insert-  in  place  thereof 

7 

”  and  Insert  in 


-f2f  Under  tke  subheading  MmEE/i-  base  FAEnFrE-TFE&--$ 
with  respect  te  tke  Naval  Statienj  Long  Beach,  Oakfemiaj 
strike  out  “$2,-25(kQQ0^  and  insert  in  plaee  tbereol  “$2, 
0-2-3-^000”7  and  with  respect  te  tke  Naval  Statieny  Norfolk; 
Uirghnuy  strike  ent  “$2,844,000-  and  insert  in  place 

-fdf  Under  tke  snkkeadmg  “-av-ia^ion-  pap 
-(-Licet  ^Support  Air  Stations)-^  with  respect  te  tke  Naval 
Air  Btatierp  Miramar,-  Gakferniay  strike  ent  “$A8dky000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$14-,040,909A 

$4$  -Under  tke  snkkeading  “aviation  eacieitieb 
-(Special  Unrpese  Air  Stations-)-’-^  vritk  respect  te  tke  -Naval 
Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Ueint  Mugu^  California;  strike  ent 
AjMMSfLOOO^  and  insert  in  plaee  tkereef  A|2-,010d)00”. 

-fk}-  Under  tke  snkkeading  “service  soiiool  facili- 
teeb--  veitk  respeet  te  tke  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  44ary- 
lanek  strike  ent  “$7-,469jOO€U  and  insert-  in  place  thereof 
^fkOrOdOjOOOA 

-(B)-  Under  tke  snkkeading  ^^communications  faoi-l- 
PtEEs”,  witk  respeet  te  tke  Naval  Communication 
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San  Eranclscoy  California,-  strike  out  “$2-,-029,00tC  and  in¬ 
sert  in  plaee  thereof  ■a$3y77-9,OOO^r 

-fTj-  Under  trie  subheading  “ yards  an©  dog-k-s  fageh- 
ties^j  with  respect  te  trie  Public  Works  Center  riferfelkj 
4-irginia7  strike  out  ADdddriOO-  and  insert  in  place  trier-eel 
^riOOjOOO^k 

-(hf  -Public  Law  968,-  Eighty-fourth  Congress7  is 

amended  nnder  trie  heading  “Oijtm©  the  United  States1  - 
in  section  dO-C  as  fellewss 

-fkf  Under  trie  snririeading  ‘‘aviation  fagi©itfe-s-7 
with  respect  te  trie  Aaval  Air  Station7  Atsugi-,-  Japan7  strike 
eat  i£$479ri4709ri^  and  insert  in  place  triereel  “$2,337, 000”. 

-fef  Parilic  Law  9dS7  Eighty-fearth  Congress,-  is 

amended  by  striking  eat  in  seetien  20^  --$84704:37QOQ^  and 
inserting  in  plaee  trier e of  “$85-,-9397OOOA 

-(d)-  Public  Law  -908, ■  Eighty  loartri  Congress7  is 

amended  by  striking  eat  in  claase  -(A)-  el  seetien  402  trie 
amounts  ^$20275U27000^7  ‘-$017625,000^  ^$84^043^0^ 
and  “$438,210,000-  and  inserting  respectively  in  plaee 
triereel  “$303,453,000^  “$62,-004,000^  “$85,-939,000^ 

TL  TLE  444 

SfGt  301.  Erie  Secretary  el  trie  Air  Eeree  may 
lisri  er  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  riy 
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ingj  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary-  publie  works,  including  site  prepara 
tionj  appurtenances-,-  utilities,-  and  equipment,  for  the  folio-w- 
ing  projcets-7 

Ins-ibb  the  United  States 

AEft  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Duluth  Mmiieipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housingj 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$-1,499,000. 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Eorcc  Ease,  -Winooski,  -V ermont-;  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,-  and  community  facilities,  $594,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington-:-  Maintenance  faei-h- 
tiesj  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $1,583,000. 

Glasgow  Air  Eorcc  Base,  Glasgow,-  Montana :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,-  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  groimd 
improvements,  $2-, 048, 000. 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Ease7  Grand  Forks,  Forth 
Dakota:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  fa- 
eilities,-  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  groimd  improvements,  $1,466,000: 
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Grandview  Air  Force  Base?  Kansas  City,  Missouri-; 

ties?  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $d-,-184yOOO. 
Hanbbon  Air  Force  Base?  San  Bafacl,  California : 

and  ground  improvements,  $644,000. 

■Kinross  Air  Korea  Base?  Sand  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan: 
Family  bousing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,-  $429,000. 

Kt  F  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marpuette?  Michigan : 

community  facilities?  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements? 
$-905?000; 

Klamath  Fads  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore¬ 
gon-;  Maintenance  faehbiesy  supply  facilities,-  troop  housing? 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,299,000.- 

McChord  Air  Force  Base?  Taeoma,  Washington-;  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  faedi-ties-,-  supply  facildiesy  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,-  $2,103?0007 

MeOdce  Tyson  Airport?  Knoxville?  Tennessee:  Supply 
facilities  and  community  facilities?  $289,000. 

Minot  Air  Foree  Base?  Minot?  Forth  Dakota-  Opera- 
H.  B.  8240 - 3 
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tional  and  training 


|n  mlij  i  rvn  miimlii 
1  tivi  1 1  mu  y  y  u  Li|-/ ji i  y 

facilities,  administrative  facilities^  hospital  and  medical  faedi- 
tieSj  community  faeditnn  and  utilities  and  ground  improve  ■ 
ments7  $6-,B04-,000. 

Flagara  Sails  Municipal  Airport7  A-iagara  Sallsy  Slew 
Fork-  :■  Suppty  facilities,  community  faeditn^  and  utilities 
aud  ground  improvements,  $97 IglOO? 

Otis  Air  Foree  Base-  Fakneatiq  l^lassaekaset-ts-7  Broop 
housing?  family  heaMugj  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
aud  ground  improvements?  $2?074?000.- 

Oxnard  Air  Force  -Base?  Gamardio?  Californiac  Mamte- 
nanee  facilities,  supply  facilities,-  administrative  facilities? 
troop  housing  community  facilities?  and:  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2?082? 000. 

Peterson  Field?  Oolorado  Springs?  Colorado-?  Land  ac¬ 
quisition  $136,000.- 

Portland  International  Airport  Portland,  Oregon-? 

supply  facilities,-  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements; 
$4,3-28?000. 

Presque  isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle?  Maine-? 
Community  facilities,  $2-41,0007 

Biehard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  vide,-  Wisconsin? 
Operational  and  training  faeilities7  supply  facilities?  and  ut-di- 

7  $T78047000t 


ties  and  ground  i 
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o1 

7  and 


Air  -Force  Eass 
Supply  facilities  troop  kousmgj 
utilities  and  ground  improvements  $2?89§7 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport?  Sioux  City?  decras  Opera¬ 
tional  au4  training  facilities  uu4  supply  facilities,  $248?000t 
Stewart  Air  Force  Easc7  Mewburgh?  Mew  Morin  Supply 

itivjii  x t'lv o y  \  ci hi  ty  x lI viii  t ivi ij y  u Luiviuib  ttrxtx  w  ru llihi 

ments,  uu4  real  estate  improvement,  $2,-149,000-. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Ease? 

Mew  Meeks  Supply  facilities  eonuuuuity  facilities  utilities 

Truax  Field?  Ma4isou7  Wiseonsins  Community  facilities 
utilities  an4  ground  improvements  lan4  aeepnsition?  an4  real 
estate  improvements  &4— IE87OOO7 

Tyn4aU  Air  Foree  Ease?  Fanama  Cityj  Florida-*  Main  - 

•f li  nnno  o  r*i  1 1 Ci  tt  i  r>c?  Ivaati  1i/~vn  cn vwt  .  c* aai m i i n i k~vr 

tvlllclilC C  1  clCIlillVoy  o  txp Jj i j  rttl'llrrltJoy  l  rUtxj?  llvt uolllg y  L UllllillLlill j 

facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements  $3>  1-86,0007 
Wurtsmitk  Air  Force  Ease?  Oscoda,-  Miehigan-7  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities  supply 
facilities  troop  housing?  community  facilities  and  utilities 

nr>/l 
ttTXtT 


^1\  1~1 1 11 1  fM  T1  ? )  1  -A  IpAApj'  ■  V  Qllll  O^f’OWIV  |A  ♦ 

^otown  UA  111  1  Hip 1 11  1 V 1  r jp \f  1  tj  X  v/T trig otuvn fy  Vyilt\7  • 

Community  facilities  and  utilities  and  ground  improve 
$3-58, 000r 


Various  locations-* 
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maintenance  facilities?  supply  facilities?  administrative  faeili  ■ 
ties?  hospital  arid  medical  facilities?  troop  housng-,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  Wd  acqui¬ 
sition,  $48,178tOOQt 


Aift 


COMMAND 


Brooklcy  Air  Foree  Base-,  Mobile,  Alabama^  Troop 

Oeithss  Air  Force  Base?  Borne,  blew  York-:  Operational 
and  training  facilities?  maintenance  facilities?  research,-  de¬ 
velopment?  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities?  administrative 
faclities,  troop  housing-,  utilities  and  ground  improvements? 
and  land  acquisition,  $i-0,6§9?000. 

Hid  Air  Force  Base?  Ogden,  -Utah-:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  and  troop  housings  $1?911?000t 

■Belly  Aar  Foree  Base?  San  Antonio-,-  Texas-:- 
tenanee  facilities,-  and  utilities  and 
$899?000. 

Marietta  Air  Force  Station?  Marietta,  Fennsyl-vaniaa 
-Utilities  and  ground  improvements?  $2?438,000. 

McClellan  Air  -Force  Base?  Sacramento,  California : 
Operational  and  training  facilities?  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition?  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments?  $5,133,000. 
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Olmsted  Air  Boreo  Base,  Middletown^  -Pennsylvanian 
Maintenance  facilities?  and  troop  housing,-  $4-,  6  73,000. 

Bohins  Air  Perec  Base,  Maeon?  Georgian  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities?  supply  facilities,- 
troop  housing?  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition  $2O,507,000t 

Bush-more  Air  Porce  Station-,-  Bapid  Gity,  South  Dakota  :■ 
Community  facilities,  $56,000. 

-Tinker  Air  Porce  Base,  Oklalioma  City?  Oklahoma : 
Operational  and  training  facilities?  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2?674,000. 

Wright  Patterson  Air  Porce  Base?  Payton  Ohion 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research?  development,- 
and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities?  community  facilities,- 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition? 
$2?077,000.- 

At»  G POUND  COMMAND 

Pghn  Adr  Porce  Base,  -Valparaiso,  Ploridau  Bcsearch 
development  and  test  facilities,-  troop  housing,-  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements?  and  lend 
acquisition  $6,784?000.- 

Affl  BESBABGH  AN©  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

Edwards  Air  Porce  -Base?  Muroc7  Californian  Opera- 
tional  and  training  facilities?  rcscareh,-  development?  and  test 
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faeditiesy  eornmnnity  facilities,-  and  utilities  and  groanO  nn- 
p-rovementSy  $  ly987yOOOT 

Holloman  Air  Perce  Base,-  Alamo  gordo7  Hew 
Operational  and  fawawg  faeditiesy  researeky 
and  lest  faeddiesy  troop  feensingy  community  faeditiesy  and 

o  t>  cl  A'VAn  ri  A  1  ^T>VA^TAi'n  ivt!  f~C?  1  Q^Q 

ell  111  U  111  111  llllpl  U  V  UlllUll  tOj  ^7TTyt7tTt/y 

A  iv  IfAvpn  V, «i~> o / > _  Trwlin ii  St 

i  l.li  x  U  L  l  v.  JL/clo  L"y  Xnttittxi  k_J 

ty  faeditiesy  $906-, -000;- 
Kirtland  Air  Perce  Base7  Albnqnercptey  Hew  Misiee-7 
Supply  faeditiesy  troop  bousing,  community  faeditiea,-  and 
ntddies  and  ground  improvementsy  $2y-8-23y000:- 

TT o  nopArn  "F i rOfl--  ~Rprll~Avrl  • 

V  *  •  IT ci  1 1  o U 1 1 1  JL-  ll  luy  llv-U I  ul  vl y  triaouiU  IlUol  lI  o  • 

and  training  faeibtiesy  maintenance  faeditiesy 

b—  O  11  in  f  /a  O  t  4-o  en  1 1  ni-1  r\r>1  T7  fn  ai  liti  ah 

lTJ  cl  II '-I  tvot  1  aUTi  1 1  Ivoy  ott|/piy  I  civ  lit  111  Toy 

dty  faeditiesy  ntddies  and  greond  imprevementsy  and 
land  aepnisdieny  $4702-9y0007 

Patrick  Air  Porco  Basey  Oeeeay  Plorida-:  Operational 
and  training  faeddiesy  researeby  developments  and  test  faedi- 
tiesy  troop  bensingy  community  faeddiesy  ntddies  and  gronnd 
improvements,  and  real  estate  dnprevementsy  $2,962,000. 

Cctn  TR-AINI-yQ  eeMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Perce  -Basc7  Amaridoy  Texas :  Operational 
and  training  facilities-,-  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili- 
tiesy  eommnnity  faeditiesy  utilities  and  ground  ii 
and  land 
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Craig  Air  Foree  Basey  Selma?  Alabama : 
ami  training  faeditiesy  and  land  aeqoisdieny  $-2-, -1-9 3, 000. 

Goodfedovr  Air  Faroe  Base?  San  Angelo?  Texas:  Opera 
tinnai  and  training  faeddies?  and 


Air  Force  Base?  Harlingen,  Texas :  Cem- 
mundy  faeddies?  and  land  acquisition?  $424, 000: 

Kecsler  Air  -Force  Base?  -Biloxi,  Mississippi :  Operational 
and  training  faeddies?  troop  Boosing,-  and  eommundy  facili 
ties?  $2,209,000: 

T  it  1  A  _  A  1 y  -T  ^  i  rt'O  Tt  aen.,  1  A  -i»i  rrf\  •  TV  T  f>irt  tnn  nrtr>/\ 

JLJ tlAv  XXix  jl  U 1  U U  _jL/ cl o U j  X  IlUUllBVj  HI  IZiUllcl  #  ItI.iIIII  tUlitlllCv 

facilities?  supply  faeddies?  community  faeddies?  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,'  and  land  acquisition', ■  $2,410,000. 

Mather  Air  -Foree  Base?  Saeramento?  California^  Opera- 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
faeddies?  administrative  faeditiesy  troop  housing,  and  land 


Air  Foree  Basey  Wiekda?  Kansas-:  Troop 
hoosingy  eommnndy  faeditiesy  utilities  and  ground 
ments,  and  real  estate  dmprovcmcntsy  $763,000: 

Moody  Ad:  Foree  Base,  V aldosta?  Georgian 
and  framing  facilities;  maintenance  facilities,-  supply  facili- 

Fedis  Air  Foree  Basey  Fas 
faeditiesy  $4 3 6, -000: 
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■Pfrm  Air  Force  -Base,  Sherman,  Toxns-- 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition?  $460,000? 

Randolph  Air  -Force  -Bascy  Ban  Antonio?  Texas-;  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  faeditiesy  supply  facilities,-  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2y858,00Q. 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas-;  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  aequisitiony 
$57909,000. 

Seott  Air  Forec  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois  :■  Utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  land  acquisition  and  real  estate 
improvements?  $653,000. 

Sheppard  Air  -F orce  Base?  Wichita  Falls,  Texas-?  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities?  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  real  estate  improvements, 


Stead  Air  Force  Base?  Reno?  Nevada-:  Troop  housing, 
and  community  facilities,  $1,9-15,000. 

A-anco  Air  Force  Base?  Enid,  Oklahomax  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,-  and  land  aequistion, 
$1-, 977-, 000. 


Webb  Air  Forec  Basey  Big  Springy  Texas :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  faeillticsy  supply  facilities, 
community  faciftics,  and  utditiesy  and  ground  improvements 


-Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Ohandlcr,  Arizona:  Mainte 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

S 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


41 


nance  facilities?  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition? 
$865?0Q0.- 


AIR 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama  :■  -Land 
acquisition,  $50?060.- 

OONTI-NERTAL  AIR  OOMMARD 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base?  Ban  Antnnie,-  -T-exas-:  Medical 
facilities,  $952,000. 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta?  Georgia ;  Opera 
tional  and  training  faeddies?  and  family  bousing-, ■  $139?-000.- 

Mitehcl  Air  Feree  Base?  Hempstead?  Hew  York:  Oddi¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements?  and  land  acquisition, 
$-3-3-7-, 000? 

MILITARY  AIR  TRARBRORT  SERVICE 

Aeronautical  chart  and  information  eenter,  Bh  Louis,- 
Missourk  Ftdities  and  ground  improvements,  $62-0,-000. 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base?  Gamp  Bprings,  'Maryland-7 
Operational  and  training  facilities, ■  $920?000r 

Charleston  Air  Feree  Base?  Charleston?  Bouth  Caro¬ 
lina-:  Bupply  facilities?  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments?  $2y24By000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base?  Dover,  Delaware  :■  Operational 
and  training  facilities?  troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements?  $2-,089?000. 

MeCuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrights! own?  Hew  Jersey: 
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{n  nill  fl  pQ- 
TUultlLretJ, 


and  ground  improvements, 


and  land 


STRATEGIC  Am 


Abus  Air  Force  Basey  Altusy 
and  training  faeilitiesy  maintenance  faeilitiesy  and 
%  $848y000. 

Barksdale  Air  Feree  Basey  Shreveport, 

and  training  faeilitiesy  maintenance  faeilitiesy 
supply  facilities,  troop  housingy  and  community  faeilitiesy 
$-3y344yOOQ: 

Beale  Air  Foree  Basey  Marysvillcy  Californian  Opera- 

o  ~n  /I  TOO  0/3  1  /it  o  1  -f  ft  /  ol  i  It  ne  p  tv  /I  nflllklOC*  p  v>  f\ 
ttTTtt  llldllL  til  1  cl  v  1 1 1  \j  1  Oj  J  tl  1  v  t  III  111  till  it 

improvements,  $9y680,00Qr 

Bergstrom  Air  Foree  Base,  Anstiny  Texas :  Operational 
and:  training  faebbiesy  maintenanee  facilities,  and  supply 
faeilitiesy  $4y487y000r 

Biggs  Air  Foree  Base,  El  Basoy  Texas-f  Operational 
and  training  faeilitiesy  supply  faeilitiesy  and  troop 


Blythcvblc  Air  Foree  Base-,-  Blythcvillc,  Arkansas : 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  faeilitiesy 
supply  faeilitiesy  troop  bousing, ■  community  faebitiesy  and 
land  aeguisitiony  $44y54By00A 

Smoker  Sill  Air  Foree  Basey  Peruy  Indiana-:-  Opera- 
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3?  and  eeffl- 


t-icnal  and  training  facilities?  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities?  administrative  facilities?  cornu  rmnity  facilities,  end 
land  acquisition,  $9?581?0007 

Carswell  Air  Poree  Ease?  Pert  Worth?  Tcvas  :■  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities?  supply  facilities,  troop 
land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements?  $A 

Castle  Air  Poree  Base?  Merced?  Californian 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  bousing?  utilities  and 
improvements?  land  acquisition?  and  real 
ments?  $2?976,000. 

Clinton-Pherman  Air  Paree  Paso?  Clinton? 

^  jxt/10  ]■  ^  •  •  facilities  f^cilitic 

munity  facilities,  $536?000; 

Columbus  Air  Poree  Base?  Columbus,  Mississippi-;  Op- 

facilities?  administrative  facilit-ies,-  community  facilities?  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements?  $2-,4d8?00Q. 

Davis-Montban  Air  Poree  Pase?  Tucson?  Arizona-;  Main- 

facilities?  and  land  aequisition?  $2,1 1 1?000. 

Dow  Air  Poree  Paso,  Panger?  Maine-;  Operational  and 
training  facilities?  maintenance  facilities?  supply  facilities? 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  aequisition?  $14?759,00C; 
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■Dycss  Arc  -Foreo  Base,  Abilene-, ■  -Tex-as-*  Community 
facilities,  $100,000: 

■Ellsworth  Air  Foree  Base,  Bapid  City,  South  Dakota : 
Operational  and  training  facilities,-  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $2,-2-58-,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Basey  Spokane,  Washington:-  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  $1,1-80,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka-,  Kansas*  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  supply  faeih-tiesy  $-ty>k§-7-yOOOr 
Gray  Air  -Foreo  -Base;  Killeen,  Texas*  Community  faeih- 

tieSy  $34;0007 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi : 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  land  acquisltiony  $1-9-, -389-, 000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  -Florida :  Main¬ 
tenance  faciliticsy  $3-89,009-.- 

Huntcr  Air  Force  -Base,  Savannah,  Georgian  -Troop 
housing  and  community  facilities,  $994,000.- 

-Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base-,-  -Lake  Charlesy  Louisiana^ 
Beal  estate  improvements,  $479,000:- 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lakey  -Washington: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  -facilities,  $43,41 2,9007 

-Laughlin  Air  Force  Basey  Del  Bioy  Texas-:  Operational 
and  training  faeilitiesy  $9-50,000.- 
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Air  Foree  Base,  Lincoln,  Aebraska-:  Land 
ty  $3-77OOOt 

Air  Force  -Base,  Ooluinbnsy  Ohio-:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  sap-ply  facilities,-  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $-2,-364,000. 

Boring  Air  Foree  Base,  Limcsteney  Maine-:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities;  snpply  f aeili  ■ 
ties;  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements;  $7-, ■3-22, 000. — 
MaeOill  Air  Force  Base,-  Lampay  -Florida-:  O-porational 
and  training  facilities;  supply  facditlesy  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements;  $936,000. 

Malmstrom  Air  Feree  Base;  Orcat  FaBsy  Montana  ■ 
Operational  and  training  facilities,'  supply  faeilitiesy  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3j548y000.- 

Marek  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside;  California :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  tr-oop  housing,  $2y34-7y000: 

Mountain  -Home  Air  Force  -Base,  Mountain  Home; 
Blaho-r  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing;  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2-702-2y000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Basey  Omaha,  Acbraska--:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup-ply  faedi- 
tiesy  troop  housing,-  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvementSy  and  land  acquisition;  $7,-68 1;000. 

Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base-,  Plattsburgh;  Aew  Fork: 
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Opera 


Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
8-231, 000: 

■Portsmouth  Air  Puree  Basey  Portsmouth,  -Now  -Hamp¬ 
shire-?  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  ami 
ground  improvements,  amt  lamt  aeq-nisf  tinny  $27314,000. 

Schilling  Air  Poree  Base,  Satina,  Kansas-? 
ami  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,-  community 
utilities  amt  ground  improvements,  and  land 
$37892-,-000. 

■Travis  Air  Poree  -Base,  Pairfield, 
tional  and  training  facilities,-  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,-  and  utilities  and  ground  im- 
provementsy  $8,o28yQ0Q. 

■Turner  Air  Poree  Bascy  Alhanyy  Georgia-?  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  faeilitiesy  supply  faeifi- 
tiesy  and  land  acquisition,  $876287000? 

-Walker  Air  Poree  Base,  Bos-welfy  Hew  Mexico-?  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facihtiesy  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,’  administrative  facditiesy  troop  housingy  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvementsy  $9y697,000. 

-Westover  Air  Poree  Base,  Chicopee  -Palls,  Massachu¬ 
setts  :  Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,-  com¬ 
munity  facilitiesy  and  utilities  and  ground  improvementsy 
$179017000. 

-?  Oper- 
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atienal  and  training 
$2-35y000: 


*7  and 


■Mfb  OOMM-A^D 


Clovis  Air  Force  -Base-,  Glo-visy  £few  Mexico :  Mainte- 
nance  faei-lkiesy  administrative  faeilit-i-esy  troop  housingy  eoui 
monky  facilities,  uthkiesy  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquiskiony  $2,149y000. 

Bonaldson  Air  -Force  Basey  Greenevillc,  South  Fare  1  in  a-: 
Gperational  aad  training  facilitiesy  troop  housing  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $-1-2  8-7-, -000. 

■England  Air  Force  Basey  Alcxandriay  Louisiana-?  Troop 
housing,-  community  facilities  and  laud  aepuiskiony  $4y- 
558y000r 

-Foster  Air  -Force  Basey  Victorfay  Texas-?  Community 
faciliticsy  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  aud  laud  ac¬ 
quisition,-  $-760>000t 

George  Air  Force  Basey  Mietorvihey  Galiforniau  Supply 
facilities,-  aud  community  facilitiesy  $2, 478, ■ 000. 

-Langley  Air  Force  -Base,  Hampton,  Virginia  ■:  Supply 
facilitiesy  aud  utilities  aud  ground  improvements,-  $-1-, 255-, 000. 

Myrtle  Beaeh  Air  Force  Basey  Myrtle  Bcaeh,-  South 
Carolina-?  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housmgy  community 
facilities,-  laud  aequiskiony  aud  real  estate  improvement Sy 
$1,201,0007 
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Sewart  Arr  Boree  Base-,-  Smyrna,  Tennessee : 
facdities,  $745,000. 

r  dobnson  Air  Boree  Base,-  Goldsboroy  Anrtb 
ami  training  facilities,  maintenance 
faedities-,-  supply  facilitiesy  administrative  facilities,  ceminu- 
nity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  aequi 
sdion,-  and  real  estate  improvcmentSy  $147558,000? 

Qli n att  A  1 TTVvtv> a  ftiyni f  /v-p  ,  f  It 

0 1 1  cl*  W  xtrr  _I_  U1  vv  iJciD vy  kj» LU.ll tv."l ^  kJUli  til  v^tll  u illltl  •  1  1 U U |J 

-Wcndover  Air  Boree  -Base,  Wcndover,  Etab-:-  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  faeiiities,  and  family  honsingy  $-2-,03-5-,000. 


SPECIAL  FA-OI-MTIES 


n  t*i  Ai  1  f<  1  f\Q O  4 T  A 1  C1  * 
V  (11  lU  llu  lv  vitltiv llu  • 


and 


fn  1 1  f  i  on 
1 11  Ulll  LI  O'  o « 


$2-29,000? 


AIROilAET  COffTEOL  AAH-> 


Various 


tiesy 


bousing, 


and 

faciliticsy  supply  faeibtiesy  administrative  faedi- 
and  medical  faeibtiesy  troop  bousing,-  family 
faeditiesy  utilities  and  ground  improve  ■ 
and  land  aequisitiony  $-7-, ■■334, -000. 

Outside  the  Eispited  States 

ALASKAN  AT®  0OVBIAAD 


Air  Boree  Base  :  Operational  and  training  faeili- 
tiesy  $430,000. 

Elmcndorf  Air  Borec  Base:  Operational  and 
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facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  eemmimity  facilities, 
$-1,?43-,00Qt 

O-alena  Airfield-:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$d§0,- OOOt 

Ladd  Air  Force  -Ease  -  Community  facilities,  $17630,000. 

•Marions  locations  :■  Operational  and  training  faeil-ities,- 
maintenancc  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili 
ties?  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements  and  land  aeqaisi 
tiem  $44t§OOjOOO-.- 

AEft  MAfE-MEL  COMMAND 

Various  locations :  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $l?d60?000.- 


OARiBKEAN  AtR  COMMAND 


Ivn  mirm* 
TI  tlHiTllg 


Howard  Air  -Force  Ease,  Canal  Zone-: 
t400,000. 


> \  i i/l 

aim 


PAS  EAST  AtR  FORCES 


Air  Force  Ease,  Honolulu,  Hawaii-:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili 
ties?  $2t642?00(L  : 

facilities?  supply  facilities,-  troop  housing,  com- 
faeihties?  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 


H.  R.  8240 - 4 
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MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT 


Various  locations-?  Operational  and  training 
supply  facilities?  troop  housing,  community  facilities?  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $-l-5?006?OG07 

STRATEG-IO  AIR  COMMAND 

Andersen  Air  Force  Base?  Guam-:-  Gommunity  facilities,- 
$820,000? 

Barney  Air  For-ec  Base?  -Puerto  Bieei  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  community  f anilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition?  $3?783?000-.- 

Va-rious  locations-:  Operational  and  training  facilities,- 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities?  troop  housing,-  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$59,613,000-. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 
Various  locations :  Operational  and  training  facilities; 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities;  administrative  fae-ili- 
ties7  hospital  and  medical  facilities7  troop  housing?  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,-  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $39?2 17,000. 

ftPPOT  A  T, 

CrrlSuliro 


loeations- 


and  training  facilities, 


$170,000. 
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AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND 


SYSTEM 


Various  locations ;  Operational  and  training  faeiliticsy 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  faeili 
tiesj  hospital  and  medical  faeihties7  troop  bousing,  com¬ 
munity  faeilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$70,000,0Q& 

SeOt  302.  Phe  Secretary  of  the  Air  Eoree  may  establish 
or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by 
acquiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  in¬ 
stalling  permanent  or  temporary  publie  works,  including  land 
acquisition,  site  preparation ?  appurtenanees7  utibties  and 
equipment  in  the  total  amount  of  $GAOOOjQOOt 

Se©t  bOtb  -fa}-  Public  Paw  5My  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”-  in  scetion  30U  as  fehows-r 

Under  the  subheading  Aair  defense  command” — with 
respect  to  Pcseadero  Consolan  Station?  Peseadero7  Cali¬ 
fornia-, ■  strike  out  “$224,000-2  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$584,000A 

Under  the  subheading  “strategio  air  command” — 
with  respect  to  Clinton-Sherman  Airport,  Clinton,  Okla- 
q  strike  out  h$l  4, 303,0002  and  insert  in  place 
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“$12,686,000”;  and  strike  out  ‘kjklydOOyOOO”  a»d  insert  in 
plaec  thereof  “$2,756, 000’' . 

lender  the  subheading  “continental  Am  oom- 
manic’ — with  respeet  te  Mitehcl  Air  Eeree  Base,  H-cmp 
stead,  Uew  York,  strike  out  ‘^S^OyOlKU-  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$9297000”;  and  strike  out  ‘-‘$6-86,000”  and  insert 
in  plane  thereof  “$886-, 000”.- 

Under  the  subheading  ^Oeeseauoii  an©  development 
command” — with  respeet  to  Edwards  Air  Eoree  Base7 
Mureey  California,  strike  out  “$27,-47 SyOOU’  and  insert  in 
plane  thereof  “$29,-112,000”;  and  strike  out  -^$46y492y000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “-$18-,- 1 -56-, 000”. 

-(h)-  Public  Eaw  534,  Eighty  third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  -f3f  of  sec¬ 
tion  562  so  much  as  reads  A$406, -1-20, 000 ”  and  ii$41-5,~ 
94-9,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  ‘-‘$109,93-7-;,000”  and 
“$449,-766,-000”,  respectively. 

8e07  364t  -(a)-  Euhhc  Law  46 1 ,  Eighty  fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amendedj  under  the  heading  “Conti¬ 
nental  Unite©  States”  in  section  364y  as  follows-: 
Under  the  subheading  defense  gommaniU — 

-(4)-  with  respeet  to  Ceigcr  E-ield,  Spekanc,  Wash 
ington,  strike  out  £1$4,-7 16,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘^$2-, 717, 000”; 

-(2f  with  respect  to  Grand  Eorks  sitey  Uorth  Da- 
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kota,  strike  eat  “$7-,-709,000-  and:  insert  in  place  thereof 
^9732Q,OOO^j 

-(-of  with  respect  to  -Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sain  to  Marie,  Michigan?  strike  eat  “$2,029y000-  and 
insert  ia  place  thereof  “$2yl-95>000’ 7 

-(4f  with  respect  to  Minot  she?  North  Dakota,  strike 
eat  “$6,603,000”  and  insert  in  place  tkereol  “$7y268,  - 


OOO^j 

frif  with  respeet  te  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Ox¬ 
nard?  California,  strike  eat  “$2,445,-000”  and  insert  ia 
place  thereof  “$2,935,000” ; 

-(B)-  with  respect  te  Selfridge  Air  Force  Base, 
Meant  Clemens,  Malagan,-  strike  eat  “$5;526-,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,145,000” ; 

-(A)-  with  respeet  te  Youngstown  Municipal  Air¬ 
port?  Youngstown?  Ohio,  strike  eat  ^$74-2,000”  and  in¬ 


sert  in  x 

-(B)-  with  respect  te  Yuma  Coanty  Airport,  Yuma, 
A  ri-Eona?  strike  rah  “$2?107;000-  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  -<-$2y67-6y000”. 


■Tinder  the  subheading  “a-tb  m-a-tebibIj  command” — 
-(4-)-  with  respeet  te  Brook-ley  Air  Force  Base, 
Mobile?  Alabamay  strike  eat  “$4yl7-0^0001’  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  -^$4,728?00Q 

-(B)-  with  respeet  te  Griffiss  Air  -Feree  Base,  Borne, 
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-New  Y orky  strike  eel  “$15,803yQ99^  and  insert  hi 
place  thereof  -'‘$1 6, '651 ,000---? ; 

-fB-)-  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force  Basey 
SacramcntOy  California,  strike  ont  “$9,5227000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,970, 000”-* 

-f4f  with  respect  to  Wright  -Patterson  Air  Force 
Basey  Day  tony  Ohio,  strike  ont  ^Af-AOO-tyOOfC  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$14,508yB00A 
Under  the  subheading  Ann  tbaininq  — 


-fkf  with  respect  to  Fhington  Air  Force  -Base-,- 
*7  Texas,  strike  ont  “$3y438yOOCC  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3^876,000” ; 

-(A)-  with  respect  to  Geedfehew  Air  Force  Basey 
Ban  Angelo-  Texas,  strike  ont  “$4-, 08-1, 000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,088,000”; 

-(3)-  with  respect  to  Greenville  Air  Force  Base, 
Greenville,  Mississippi,  strike  ont  A>500y000  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  A$545y000”-;- 

-f4f  with  respect  to  -Harlingen  Air  Force  Basey 
Harlingeny  Tcxasy  strike  ont  Afvl46,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  TjjS-529,000”; 

-(5)-  with  respect  to  James  Connahy  Air  Force 
Basey  Waco,  -Texas,  strike  ont  AA83y000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  ‘-^y 12 9,000”  ; 

W  with  respect  to  Mather  Air  Force  Basey 
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Sacramento,'  California?  strike  oat  “$4,516,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,998,000” ; 

-(E)-  with  respect  to  Reese  Air  Eoree  Rase?  Lub 
keek?  Texas-,-  strike  oat  “$b?076?000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  <-i$-3-r3047000-; 

-(B)-  With  respect-  to  Williams  Air  Eoree  Rase? 
Chandler?  Arkona?  strike  oat  “$1,215,000”  and  insert 
in  pfaee  thereof  i‘$4?b56?00Q” 


Rader  the  subheading 


COMMAND 


with  respect  to  Reding  Air  Eoree  Rase?  Washington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia?  strike  oat  “$5dO?OQ-Q”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ^$8d£?006R- 

Bnder  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — with  res-pcet  to  Indian  Springs  Air  Eoree 
Rase  (Kirtland  -Auxiliary  ^Numbered  Clark,  hfevada? 
strike  oat  “$555?500”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “'$624,- 
bOOA 


IT-ndcr  die  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 
-(E)-  with  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Eoree  Rase?  Eert 
Worth?  Texas?  strike  oat  “$5,929?000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7?363?000A 

-(d)-  with  respect  to  Dow  Air  Eoree  Rase,  Ranger? 
Maine?  strike  oat  “$ll,l-5b?00tC  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$12?248?00<W? 

■(d)-  with  respect  to  Travis  Air  Eoree  Rase?  Eak- 
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field,-  California,  strike  out  “SOrffiO^OOO^  and  insert  in 
plaeo  thereof  “$14, 473, 000” ; 

-f4f  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  -Forec  Basey  Bos¬ 
well;  Few  Mcxicoy  strike  out  “$6,657-, 000”  and  insert 
in  plaec  thereof  -$87324,000-. 

■Under  the  subheading  “tactical  ajk  command” — 
-(4-)-  with  respeet  to  Alexandria  Air  Force  -Basey 
-Alex-andria,  Fouisiann;  strike  out  -$2,684,000-’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ^8, 527^000” ; 

-f2)-  with  respeet  to  -Bunker  Bill  Air  -Force  Bascj 
Beruj  Indiana;  strike  out  “$559,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ^644-, 000^ 

-{£)-  with  respeet  to  George  A4r  Force  Base;  Victor 
yillcy  California,  strike  out  ^-l-hOSjOOO”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$-l-,9057060-4 

Of  with  respeet  to  hoarsen  Air  Force  Basey  Moses 
Fake,-  W-ashingtony  strike  out  ^$4-,- 7-24,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$57197,000”; 

-(5)-  with  respeet  to  Scwart  Air  Foree  Base7 
Bmyma,  -Tennessee,  strike  out  ■“$3,-5897000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,0107000’F 

-(h)-  Buhlic  Faw  4 64,  Eighty-fourth  Congress^  as 

•  ,  f  ....  .  , 

amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Gon 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  £047  as  follows: 
Under  the  subheading  “al-asran  atb  command” — 
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with  respect  to  Galena  Airfield,-  strike  out  “$518,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$7-357000”. 

kinder  the  subheading  “area  oontbol  na-vic  atiqnal 
aids” — with  respeet  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$5267  ■ 
000”'  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  “$-rf-3-9rfOOO”v 

-(e)-  Public  jkftw  161,  Eighty -fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  ont  in  danse  -(d)-  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$804,-2567000-  “$532,454,000”, 
and  ‘ ‘$4,-33 97O6O7OOO  ”  and  inserting  in  plaee  thereof  “$834y- 
-300^000^  ‘$633-63P-qqq»,  and  “$47363,-189,000”,  re- 
spcetivcly-r 

Sec-.  303.-  -(a)-  Pnhhe  Law  9687  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Gont-inentar  United 
States”  in  section  3047  as  follows : 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 
-(4)-  with  respeet  to  Eoleth  Municipal  -Airport, 
khdutby  Minnesetay  strike  out  “$863-, 000”  and  insert  in 
plaee  thereof  “$1,469,000^ 

-(3)-  with  respeet  to  Geiger  EiehG  Spok-ane-,-  Wash¬ 
ington  strike  out  “$2v8877000”  and  insert  in  plaee 
thereof  ^$37079;000^7 


-(3)-  with  respeet  to  Glasgow  Air  Eoree  UaseT  Glas- 
gow,  Montana7  strike  out  “$2 ,-4-70-, -000”  and  insert  in 
plaee  thereof  “$‘4,080-,000”i 

-(4)-  with  respeet  to  Grand  -Porks  Air  Force  Uasc7 
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Grand  Forks,  North  Dakotfty  strike  ent  “$18,969,000” 
end  insert  in  place  thereof  ^^$307524, 000” ; 

f5f  with  respeet  te  Grandxiew  Air  Force  Basoy 
Kansas  Cit-yy  Missonrf  strike  ent  “$1-,67-3t000”  end  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$1,781,000”; 

-(Of  with  respeet  te  -Kinross  Air  Force  Base-,-  Sanlt 
Sainte  Marie7  Michigan^  strike  ent  “$27l-56-,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  Ap2, -3 30,000^; 

-(4)-  with  respect  te  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  A4r- 
port,  Kdamath  Fallsj  Gregory  strike  ent  “$4,l-30;,000” 
and  insert  in  piece  thereof  “$475607000”; 

-(8)-  with  respect  te  Minot  Air  F orcc  Base,  Minot? 
North  Dakota?  strike  ent  “$24,215,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$27y035,000”; 

-(Of  with  respect  te  Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Air- 
pert7  Niagara  Falls,  New  Mork7  strike  ent  “$3-, 030, 000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  -“$37400,000”  ; 

-(40)-  with  respect  te  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base, 
Oamariflo7  California,  strike  ent  A$2T3027000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$277707000^0 

-(14)  with  respeet  te  Sioux  City  Mnnicipal  Airport, 
Sienx  City7  Iowa?  strike  ent  -“$27-288, ■ 000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$2,900,000”; 

(12)  with  respeet  te  Fmax  Field7  Madison7  Wis- 
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eonsm,-  strike  eat  “$4-747-6-, OOA1  and  insert  in  plane 

-(43-)-  with  respeet  te  Wurtsmith  Air  Feree  -Baso^ 
0seo4%  Michigan,  strike  eel  “$07278,000”  and  insert  in 

(44)-  with  respect  te  rariens  locations,  strike  ent 
4$21 ,51 0,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2-6,204, 
0004 

Under  the  sahheading  “aib  m-atebiel  command” — 
-(-4)-  with  respect  te  Griffiss  Air  -Force  Basey  Berne, ■ 
Aew  M-ork,  strike  ent  ‘--$1-77-906-, 000”  and  insert  in  plane 
thereof  4^2-,005,000-^ 

-(2$  with  respect  te  Scarsport  -Fuel  Storage  Station,- 
Searsportj  Mainey  strike  ent  “$473,000”  and  insert  in 
plane  thereof  “$745,000”; 

-f3}-  with  respeet  to  Tacoma  Fnel  Storage  Station^ 
Tacoma*  Washington*  strike  ent  -“$129,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$2-51 -,000% 

-(4)-  with  respeet  to  Tinker  Air  Force  -Base*  Okla¬ 
homa  City*  Oklahoma, 7  strike  ont  “$5*9907000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  plane  thereof  “$7,763,0004 
Finder  the  sabheading  Actb  tbaim-nc-  command” — 
-(4$  with  respeet  to  Amarillo  Air  Force  Base, 
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Amarilloj  Texa %  strike  eot  “$17,124 ,000”  and  insert 
in-  plaee  thereof  -“$26,474,000”; 

-{£)-  with  respect  to  Craig  Air  Force  Basej  Selma-; 
Alabama,-  strike  ent  “$48,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,000^-; 

-(Of  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  -Force  Baser 
Wichita  Faflsj  Fc-xas?  strike  eot  “$24,4.33, 000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$33,858,000” ; 

-f4f  with  respeet  to  Stead  Air  Force  Base,-  Bcnoy 
Nevada,  strike  eot  “$-2,221,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,063,00#’; 

-(h)-  with  respeet  to  -V-anee  Air  Force  Basej  Enid? 
Oklahoma, ■  strike  oot  “$97-7 >000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof “$4-,064,000--.- 

hinder  the  subheading  “Ant  university— — with  respeet 
to  Maxwell  Air  Forec  Basej  Montgomery,-  Alabama-,-  strike 
oot  “$215,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$314,000”. 

Under  the  sobheading  -Continental  air  com¬ 
mand” — 

-f4)-  with  respeet  to  Beale  Air  -Force  Base?  Marys 
villoj  California,  strike  oot  C$43, 395, 000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  C$45, 99 3, 000”-; 

-f2)-  with  respect  to  -Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Mari 
etta,  Georgia,-  strike  oot  “$345,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof,  ‘-$500,000”,- 
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Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
COMMAND- — 

-{4r}-  with  -respeet  In  Laurence  €k  Hanseom  Field, - 
Bedford,  Massachusetts,  strike  out  -klOyOBOjOOO”  and 
insert  in  piaco  thereof  “$7t530,000^-; 

-f2f  with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  -Force  Ease, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$5,488,000^--  and  insert 
in  piaee  thereof  “$-?, 220, 000”.- 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command^ — 
-(4-)-  with  respect  to  Biggs  Air  Foree  Base,  El  Paso, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$9-2-27000^  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,190,000--; 

-(2)-  with  respect  to  Castle  Air  Force  Base,  M creed, 
California,  strike  out  “$2,179,000”  and  insert  hi  plaec 
thereof  ^OEgyOOO- ; 

-(B)-  -with  respect  to  Columbus  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus-,-  Mississippi  strike  out  “$14,518,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “-$15,-322-,000-”-7 

-(4)-  with  respect  to  Ellsworth  Air  -Force  Base, 
-Rapid  Cityy  South  Dakota,  strike  out  “$9437000-”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,075,000”  ; 

-f5f  with  respect  to  Homestead  Air  Force  Base, 
Homestead,  Florida,  strike  out  “$1,694,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$l79667000”; 

-(0)-  with  respect  to  Lockbourne  Air  Force  Basej 
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Columbus,  Ohio,  strike  out  AIH-,952,-000”  and  insert  m 
place  thereof  ‘-$7,880,000  --; 

-(-7)-  with  respect  to  Malms  teem  Air  E-oree  Base,- 
Great  Balls^  Montana,-  strike  out  “$1-2-86-, 000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$lj586-,00-; 

-f8)-  with  respeet  to  Mountain  -Home  Air  Eoree 
Base^  Mountain  Some,  Idahoy  strike  out  “$2,064,000” 
amt  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,607,000”; 

-f9)-  with  respeet  to  Offhtt  Air  Eoree  Base7  Omaha, - 
Nebraska,  strike  out  “$5,697,-000”  and  insert  in  plaee 
thereof  ‘^$6,155,000-’; 

(1-0)-  with  respeet  to  Plattsburgh  Air  Eeree  Base,- 
Plattsburgh,  Sew  -Yerk7  strike  out  “$-1-749 1-, 000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  -“$270-277000”; 

no  with  respect  to  Portsmouth  Air  Porcc  Base7 
Bortamout-bj  Sew  Hampshire,  strike  out  “$66-1,000” 
and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  -“$720,000”; 

(12)-  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Eoree  Base, 
Poswellj  Sew  Mcsico,  strike  out  “$2,791,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  A|-3,- 18 1,000”. 

Ender  the  subheading  -t-agt-igal  Am  command” — 
with  respect  to  Bangley  Air  Eoree  -Base,  Sampton7  Air- 
ginia7  strike  out  “$2,613,000”  and  insert  in  plaee  thereof 
“$-27785,000”. 

-(b)-  -Public  Eaw  06 87  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
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amended  under  ike  Leading  ‘-^Outside  wm  United 
States”  as  follows-; 


Under  the  subheading  “-northeast  air  miand” — 
with  respect  to  various  locations?  strike  eat  fi$75-,-650,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thoroef  “$91,197,000”. 

-(e)-  Public  Paw  96-8?  Eighty  fourth  Oongrcss,  is 
amended  hy  striking  eat  in  clause  -(h)-  of  section  408  the 
ameants  “$^4^87-3-, 000^  ‘^OStQSItQOO’’-,  and  ^hdO,- 
934?000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$811,348,000”, 
“$4-2376087000--,  and  ^feddTTOOOTOOO-,  respectively. 

SeGt  300:  Subsection  -(h)-  of  section  308  of  the  Act 
of  August  87  -1956  -(70  Statr  994,  1012)-,  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows-; 


ing  with  construction  made  necessary  hy  changes  in  Air 
Eeree  missions,  new  weapons  developments?  new  and  un¬ 
foreseen  research  and  development  requirements,  or  im- 

determines  that  deferral  of  such  construction  for  inclusion 
in  the  nest  military  construction  authorization  Act  would 
he  inconsistent  with  interests  of  national  security,  and  in 
connection  therewith  to  acquire?  construct?  convert,  rehahih- 
tate,-  or  install  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,-  i-nclud- 
ing  land  acquisition?  site  preparation?  appurtenances?  util¬ 
ities?  and  equipment,  in  the  total  amount  of  $50>000?00Q-; 
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Provided,  That  the  Secretary  el  Ike  Air  Eeree7  er  his 
neej  shall  notily  the  Committees  en  Armed  Services  el  the 
Semite  and  House  el  Representatives  immediately  upen 
reaching  a  final  dccis-ien  te  implement,  el  the  eest  el  een- 
struetion  el  any  pubkc  work  undertaken  under  this  subscc  - 
tierg  ineluding  these  real  estate  actiens  pertaining  thereto?” 

T  I  T  LE  IA 

GENERAL  PROAISIOES 
See?  404?  The  Secretary  el  eaek  military  department 
may  prececd  te  establish  er  develep  installatiens  and  facili- 
ties  under  this  Aet  whlieut  regard  te  seetiens  3648  and 
37-34  el  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  seetiens 
47-74  -(d)-  and  9774  -(d)-  el  title  4%  Embed  States  Code. 
The  autherity  te  place  permanent  er  temperary  improve¬ 
ments  en  land  includes  authority  ler  surveys,  administration, 
overhead,-  planning  and  supervision  incident  te  construction? 
That  autherity  may  he  exercised  helere  title  te  the  land  is 
approved  under  section  3fi§  el  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  and  even  though  the  land  is  held  temporarily. 
The  autherity  te  acquire  real  estate  er  land  includes  au¬ 
therity  te  make  surveys  and  te  acquire  land,  and  interests 
in  land  -(including  temperary  use)-j  by  ghfi  purchase,  ex¬ 
change  el  Government  owned  landy  er  otherwise.- 

Sne-r  40-2.  There  are  authorized  te  be  appropriated  seek 
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se-ms  as  may  fee  eeeessaey  lee  tfee  purpeses  el  tfeis  Aety  feet 
appropriations  lee  public  weeks  projects  aetfeerBed  fey  titles 
4 7  By  ami  IB  sfeall  set  exceed — 

-{4j-  lee  title  B  Inside  tfee  Belted  Statesy  $1-2  0— 
09-9y000-y  oetside  tfee  Belted  States,  $84-, -6-1 3,000 ;  see- 
tiee  402y  $-143, 002,000?  ee  a  tetal  el  $2-9-7T7-l-4yOOO-7 
-f2)-  lee  title  Be  Inside  tfee  Beited  Statesy  $260>- 
377,000;  oetsidc  tfee  Btdted  Statesy  $6fe-,02-7y000-;  see- 
tiee  202y  $65,09  lyOQOy  ee  a  tetal  el  $3-94-,O95y000 ;  aed 
-f3j-  lee  tide  BB  Inside  tfee  Bnited  Statesy  $43-7y- 
d-OBOOQl  eetside  tfee  Beited  Statesy  $2-2-5y407-,0007  see- 
tiee  362y  $65,-000,-0007  ee  a  tetal  el  $727,764,-000. 
Seo.-  403.  Any  el  tfee  ameents  earned  in  title  ly  By  ee 
BI  el  tfeis  Aet  may,  ie  tfee  diseeetien  el  tfee  Secretary  eee- 
eeeeedy  fee  increased  fey  5  pee  ceetnm  lee  projects  inside  tfee 
Beited  States  aed  fey  40  pee  ceetam  lee  peejeets  entside 
tfee  Bnited  States:  Beweeery  tfee  tetal  eest  el  all  peejeets 
ie  eaefe  seefe  title  e*ay  eet  fee  more  tfeae  tfee  tetal  ameeet 
autfeori-zed  te  fee  appropriated  lee  peejeets  ie  tfeat  title? 
SeOt  -40B  Wfeenever — 

-j4-j-  tfee  -Peesideet  deteemiees  tfeat  eemplianee  witfe 
section  23-13  -ffef  el  title  40y  United  States  Oedey  lee 
contracts  made  eedee  tfeis  Aet  lee  tfee  estafelisfemcnt 
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or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities  in 
foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out 
of  this  Aoty  and 

-(2)'  the  Secretary  of  defense  and  tire  Comptroller 
General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  ade¬ 
quately  auditing  those  contraets-y 

7  the  President  may  exempt  those  contracts  from  the  require 

8  merits  of  that  section. 

9  SbOt  405-?  Contracts  made  hy  the  United  States  under 

10  this  Aet  shall  he  awarded,-  insofar  as  practicable,  on  a  eom- 

11  petitive  basis  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder;  if  the 

12  national  security  will  not  he  impaired  and  the  a-ward  is  eon- 

13  sistent  with  chapter  4J7  of  title  40y  United  States  Code 

14  ftftd  section  45  of  the  Aet  of  August  9y  495-5  -{-60  Stab  547, 

15  55-1-) .  hhe  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments  shall 
lb  report  semiannually  to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  the 
17  Speaker  of  the  Souse  of  Representatives  with  respect  to 

16  ah  eontraets  awarded  on  other  than  a  competitive  basis  to 

19  the  lowest  responsible  bidder. 

20  SeOt  406.  As  of  July  4y  1-958,  ah  authorizations  for 

21  military  publie  works  to  he  accomplished  hy  hie  Secretary 

22  of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the  establish 

23  merit  or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities; 

24  end  ah  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor,-  that  are 

25  contained  in  Acts  approved  before  July  08y  4-954,  and 


67 


1  net  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  fey  a  later 

2  tion  are  repealed,  except — 
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-f4f  authorizations  for  public  works  and  for 
priatious  therefor  that  are  set  forth  m  those  Aets  m  the 
titles  that  eontain  the  general  provisions-; 

the  authorization  for  pufehe  works  projects  as 
to  which  appropriated  funds  have  been  obligated  for 
construction  contracts  m  whole  or  in  part  before  July 
4?  19587  and  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor; 

-ffi)-  the  authorization  for  the  rental  guaranty  for 
family  housing  in  the  amount  of  ftOtfiOOCfeOQO  that  is 
contained  in  section  808  of  Public  Law  534,  Eighty- 
seeond  Gongrcss-; 

-(4)-  the  authorizations  for  public  works  and  the 
appropriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  sections 
2234-2238  of  title  -Pfe  Enited  States  Code,  as  amended 
-(50  4fi  Sr  Gr  8887  8887  8857  886h 

-(5f  the  authorization  for  the  development  of  the 
Line  of  Gommunications,  France?  in  the  amount  of 
$60,0007000  that  is  contained  in  title  I7  seetion  408j  of 
Public  Paw  5M7  Eighty-seeond  Gongress-,- 

-(G)-  Notwithstanding  the  pro-visions  of  seetion  440 
of  the  Aet  of  August  87  4956  -fTO  Stat.  991,  4016) , 
the  authorization  for  -(a)-  development  of  classified  fa¬ 
cilities  m  the  amount  of  $6t439t000  that  is  contained  in 
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title  4y  section  402j  el  tfee  Aet  el 
-(65  Stati  OfeOj  343^  and  -(3) 
in  tfee  amount  el 


f  2S7  4934 

zxi:  /<  1  - 1  O  *■_'  ;  {  I '  > 1 
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that  is  contained 
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in  title  h  section  402-  el  tfee  Aet  el  duty  44j  1952 
-(63  Stat-.  (306,  669)  ;  ami 

-{A)-  tfee  authorization  lee  public  weeks  and  lee  tfee 
appropriations  el  lends  that  aee  contained  in  tfee  Aet 
el  April  A  1954  -(68  Stat.  44)-,  as  amended.- 
SeGt  40At  Section  545  el  tfee  Aet  el  duty  45y  4955  -(69 

10  Stat-.-  324j  352) ,  as  a-mcndedy  is  luetfeee  amended  te  eead 

11  as  lollews : 

12  -Sec.  54A  Daring  tfee  fiscal  years  -193 A  495A  and 

13  1959,  tfee  Secretaries  el  tfee  Aemya  A-av-y^  and  Air  Force ; 
Id  respectively,-  aee  authorized  te  lease  feensing  -facilities  at  ee 

near  military  taetieai  installations  lee  assignment  as  publie 
1^  quarters  te  military  personnel  and  tfeeir  dependents,-  il  anyj 

17  without  rental  charge  upon  a  determination  fey  tfee  Secretary 

18  el  Defense,  er  feis  designee,  tfeat  tfeere  is  a  laek  el  adequate 

19  housing  laeilities  at  er  near  suefe  military  taetieai  installa- 

20  tiens.  Suefe  housing  laeilities  shall  fee  leased  en  a  family  er 

21  individual  unit  basis  and  net  mere  than  five  thousaml  el  snelr 

22  units  may  fee  so  leased  at  any  one  time.-  Expenditures  for 

23  Ore  rental  el  suefe  housing  laeilities  may  fee  made  out  el  up- 
21  prepriatiens  available  ler  maintenance  and  operation  but 
25  iuuy  net  exceed  $450  a  nrentfe  ler  any  suefe  unit.-’ 
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Sec-  408t  -(a)-  Family  quarters  te  fee  constructed  under 
tfee  authority  el  titles  4j  44y  ami  441  el  tfee  Aet  el  Septcm- 
feer  fey  1954  -(6-8  Stafe  1119) ,  shah  fee  subject  te  tfee  net  fleer 
area  limit  aliens  respectively  prescribed  in  seetiens  4774; 
7 5-74-, ■  ami  9774  el  title  444  fefe+ited  States  Geder 

-(b)-  Seetien  404  el  tfee  Aet  el  September  4q  4-954  -(68 
Stafe  4-4444  445%  is  feerefey  repealed 

Sect  409t  Title  444  -faulted  States  Gefle?  is  amenflefl  as 
leflews- 

-(a)-  Seetien  4774  is  amenflefl  fey  adding  tfee  Inflowing 
new  sufescetien  at  tfee  enfl  thereof-: 

^4(1)-  Aet  mere  tfean  4-5  percent  el  tfee  family  quarters 
construetofl  from  appropriated  femfls  ler  enlisted  members  el 
tfee  Army  may  fee  lenr-feeflreem  quarters  haring  a  net  fleer 
area  el  4,259  square  leet  er  lessA 

-(b)-  Seetien  7574  is  amenflefl  fey  adding  tfee  following 
new  subsection  at  tfee  enfl 


(fl)-  A-et  mere  tfean  45  percent  el  tfee  family  quarters 
Irem  annrenriatefl  lunfls  ler  enfestefl  members 


el  tfee  Aavy  may  fee  leur-feeflreem  quarters  fearing  a  net  fleer 
area  el  1,-250  square  leet  er  lessA 

-(e)-  Seetien  9774  is  amenflefl  fey  adding  tfee  fallowing 
new  sufeseetien  at  tfee  enfl 


a 


-ft)-  Ant  mere  tfean  45  percent  el  tfee  family  quarters 
Irem  appropriated  lunfls  far  enlisted  members  el 
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the  Air  Doree  may  be  four  bedroom  quarters  having  a  net 
fleer  area  el  1 ,250  square  feet  er  loss/* 

SeOt  4-1-0.-  4he  second  paragraph  el  section  407-  el  the 
Aet  el  September  4y  4444  -f 08  Stah  444%  41-2-5-)-,  as 
amended,  4  further  amended  to  read  as 

—The  Department  el  Defense  shah  pay  the 
Credit  Corporation,-  from  appropriations  otherwise  available 
fer  the  payment  el  quarters  aflewanees  for  mflitary  per¬ 
sonnel  and  from  appropriate  allotments  or  rental  charges 
lor  civilian  personnel-,  amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allow¬ 
ances  er  allotments  otherwise  payable  to  er  the  rental 
charges  collected  from  personnel  oecup37ing  any  housing 
constructed  er  acquired  under  authority  el  this  section  after 
deducting  amounts  chargeable  fer  the  main-ten aneo  and 
operation  of  such  housing-:  Provided,  That  such  payments 
shall-  net  exceed  the  dollar  equivalent  el  the  value  el 

acquisition 

Sec.  444  Drier  to  the  termination  ofj  er  reduction  in 
the  operations  ofe  any  commercial  er  industrial-type  activity 
feeing  conducted  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  within 
any  el  the  forty-eight  States  er  the  District  el  Columbia 
-(other  than  a  nenappropriated  fund  activity) ,  where  such 
termination  er  reduction  is  fer  the  purpose  el  having  the 
supplies  er  services  furnished  fey  such  activity 
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by  other  than  civilian  employees  el  the  United  States;  end 
where  sued  activity  has  been  conducted  for  five  or  mere 
years  end  requires  the  sendees  ef  ten  er  mere  civilian  em¬ 
ployees,  the  Secretary  el  Defense  shah  hie  with  the  Presi¬ 
dent  el  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  ef  the  House  el  Repre¬ 
sentatives  a  repert  setting  forth  the  details  ef  the  proposed 
termination  er  reduction:-  Such  proposed  termination  er 
reduction  shall  net  take  effect  until  the  expiration  ef  sixty 
days  ef  centineus  session  ef  the  Congress  following  the 
hling  ef  sueh  report,  and  shah  net  then  take  effect  if;  dining 
sueh  sixty  days  cither-  House  ef  the  Congress  has  adopted 
a  resolution  whieh;  in  effeet;  disapproves  the  proposed 
termination  er  reduction  described  in  sueh  report.-  Her  the 
purposes  ef  this  section;  continuity  ef  session  shah  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  broken  only  by  adjournment  sine  di ef  but  in  the 
computation  ef  the  sixty-day  period  there  shall  be  excluded 
hie  days  en  which  cither  House  is  net  in  session  because  ef 
an  adjournment  ef  more  than  three  days  to  a  day  eertaim 
SbOt  444b  4he  authority  granted  by  section  2304  -{ft}- 
-f4)-j  tide  4th  United  States  Code;  shah  not  he  exercised 
during  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  en 
er  4th  4950,  except  with  respeet  te — 

-(4)-  purchases  er  contracts  the  aggregate  amount  ef 
whieh  dees  net  involve  mere  than  $27500? 
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of  contracts  for  non  perishable  sub- 

nn  Qi-i3Z?yyl  i  rvp  • 
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-fa)-  purchases  of  contracts  for  property  or  services 
for.  experimental,  developmental,-  or  rcscareh  -work-,-  or 
making  or  furnishing  property  for  experiment,  testy 
development,  or  research,-  not  exceeding  S400,Q00r 

-(4 -)-  -when  in  furtherance  of  small  business,  labor 
surplns  areay  or  major  disaster  area  programs^  the  agency 
head  determines  that  supplies  or  services  are  to  be  pro¬ 
cured  from  small  business  concerns,  from  eoncems  which 
will  perform  the  contracts  substantially  within  labor 
surplus  areas  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  -Labory 
or  from  concerns  which  will  perform  the  contracts  sub¬ 
stantially  within  areas  of  major  disaster? 

Se6t  444k  Any  outstanding  authority  heretofore  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Act  of  September  4y  4954  -{48  Stah  1449)  ?  the 
Act  of  duly  4-by  4-955  -(49  Stah  324-)-  and  the  Act  of  Amgust 
by  49-54  -f79  Stak  994)  for  the  prevision  of  family  housing 
shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  family  housing  at 
any  installations  for  which  family  housing  is  authorized  to 
be  constructed  under  titles  4y  Hy  and  444  of  this  Aeh 
S-ECr  444-t  Section  9  of  the  Air  her ee  Academy  Act?  as 
amended  -(48  Stat?  49)-?  is  further  amended  by  striking  out 
in  the  first  sentence  the  figure  ^8424y000,000”  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  place  thereof  the  figure  ^147,341,000”. 
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TITLE  1 

Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish 
or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 
constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating ,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equipment,  for  the  following 
projects: 

Inside  the  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 
(Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  housing, 
$2,288,000. 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Alabama:  Utilities,  $2,015,- 

000. 

Jet  propulsion  laboratory,  California:  Utilities,  $130,- 

000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Supply  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $758,000. 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebraska:  Maintenance  facility, 
$249,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research  and 
development  facilities,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $16 - 
530,000. 
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(Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlanta  General  Depot ,  Georgia:  Operational  facility , 
land  acquisition,  and  utilities,  $ 595,000 . 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  utilities,  $ 464,000 . 

Fort  Lee,  Virginia:  Operational  facility,  storage  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  facility,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $5,417 ,000. 

Seattle  Quartermaster  Market  Center,  Washington: 
Land  acquisition,  $40,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California:  Operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $110,000. 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas:  Operational  facility, 
and  land  acquisition,  $95,000. 

(  Chemical  Corps) 

Fort  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $627,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing,  $54,- 

000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Troop  housing,  $1,936,000. 
(  Corps  of  Engineers ) 

Cold  regions  laboratory,  Hanover,  New  Hampshire:  Lie- 
search  and  development  facility,  $2,496,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  training 
facility,  and  maintenance  facility,  $1,654,000. 
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Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Utilities,  $765,- 

000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Operational  facilities, 
$1,169,000. 

Charleston  TC  Depot,  South  Carolina:  Operational 
facilities,  $306,000. 

Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  and  utilities,  $562,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center,  Colorado:  Troop 
housing,  $937,000. 

Walter  Reed  Medical  Center,  Washington,  D.  C.: 
Utilities,  $1,920,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 
(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts:  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities,  $6,719,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation,  Virginia:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  $153,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,205,000. 
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Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $ 589,000 . 

Fort  Ritchie,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $ 820,000 . 

(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Operational  facilities,  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $1,583,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Operational  and  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $1,051,000. 

Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  ground  improvements,  and  utilities, 
$5,117,000. 

Fort  Rucker,  Alabama:  Operational  facilities,  and  troop 
housing,  $7,549,000. 

Fort  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  $3,691,000. 

(Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  medical  facility, 
administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $7,704,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facility,  maintenance  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facility,  and  utilities,  $2,362,000. 

Fort  Polk,  Louisiana:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $7,734,000. 
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(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson ,  Colorado:  Utilities,  $1,049,000. 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Utilities,  $336,000. 

Fort  Filey,  Kansas:  Operational  facility,  maintenance 
facility,  and  troop  housing,  $2,525,000. 

Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Missouri:  Troop  housing, 
$4,663,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facility, 
and  utilities,  $1,487,000. 

Fort  Ord,  California:  Operational  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  utilities,  $3,307,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  West  Point,  New 
York:  Utilities,  $1,666,000. 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facility,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,056,000. 

(Tactical  Installations  Support  Facilities) 

Various  locations:  Operational  facility,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  facilities,  storage  facilities,  community 
facilities,  troop  housing,  family  housing,  and  utilities, 
$8,466,000. 
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(Outside  Continental  United  States) 
(Alaskan  Area) 

Alaska  general,  Eielson  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Greely, 
Ladd  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Richardson,  and  tactical  instal¬ 
lations:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  family  housing,  and  utilities,  $4,143 ,000 . 

(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Hawaii:  Medical  facilities, 
$154,000. 

( Caribbean  Command  Area) 

Fort  Buchanan,  Puerto  Rico:  Utilities,  $137,000. 

Fort  Gulick,  Canal  Zone:  Community  facility,  $289,000. 

(United  States  Army,  Europe) 

Various  locations:  Maintenance  facilities,  and  storage 
facilities,  $20,754,000. 

(Army  Forces  Far  East) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facilities,  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  utilities,  $9,000,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or 
develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  ac¬ 
quiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


79 


permanent  or  temporary  public  works ,  including  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $ 143,002,000 . 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to 
purchase  out  of  appropriations  available  for  military  con¬ 
struction  family  housing  including  necessary  land  at,  or  near, 
military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents.  Not 
more  than  300  units  of  such  housing  may  be  purchased 
under  this  section.  Space  limitations  per  unit  will  be  in 
accordance  with  subsectioris  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section 
4774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  and  cost  limitations 
as  now  or  hereafter  established  for  military  housing  con¬ 
structed  with  appropriated  funds. 

Sec.  104.  (a)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “ Continental  United 
States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  ( Ordnance  Corps)”  with  respect  to  Bed  River  Arsenal, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$ 1,808,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,212,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$ 44,003,000 ”  and  “$ 133,671,000 ”  and 
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inserting  in  place  thereof  “$44,407, 000”  and  “$134,075,- 
000” ,  respectively. 

Sec.  105.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Signal  Corps)”  with  respect  to  Department  of  the 
Army  transmitting  station,  vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  “$ 2,360,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,137,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 
(Military  Academy)”  with  respect  to  United  States  Military 
Academy,  New  York,  strike  out  “$ 9,950,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$11,983,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$ 129,096,000 ”  and  “$ 236,060,000 ” 
and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$ 131,906,000 ”  and  “$238,- 
870,000” ,  respectively. 

Sec.  106.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Crops)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground, 
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Maryland,  strike  out  “$. 1,736,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,039,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$212,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “ technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — with  respect  to  Fort  Lee, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$ 8,589,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,874,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Chemical  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland, 
strike  out  “$452,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$525,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dugway  Proving  Ground, 
Utah,  strike  out  “$ 1,129,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,491,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Transportation  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$ 1,055,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,240,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Eustis,  Virginia,  strike 
out  “$ 6,597,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “ $8,- 
072,000”. 

H.  R.  8240 - 6 
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1  Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  (Med- 

2  ical  Corps)’' — 

3  (1)  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medical  Center, 

4  Texas,  strike  out  “$549,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

5  “$876,000”. 

6  (2)  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Wash- 

7  ington,  strike  out  “$333,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

8  “$669,000”. 

9  (3)  with  respect  to  Walter  Heed  Army  Medical 

10  Center,  District  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$3,557 ,000” 

11  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,472,000” . 

12  Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 

13  ( Second  Army  Area)” — with  respect  to  Fort  Holabird, 

14  Maryland,  strike  out  “$612,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

15  $800,000”. 

I6  Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 

1^  (Fourth  Army  Area)” — with  respect  to  Fort  Hood,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$ 12,922,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

19  “$14,283,000”. 

20  '  Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 

21  (Fifth  Army  Area)” — 

22  (1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Carson,  Colorado,  strike 
22  out  “$7 ,487,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,621,- 

24  000”. 
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(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth ,  Kansas, 
strike  out  “$8,615, 000'’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,893,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Camp  Lucas,  Michigan,  strike 
out  “$145,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$193,000” . 
Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Project)” — with  respect 
to  various  installations,  strike  out  “$ 3,014,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,204,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law>  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “ Alaskan  Area” — with  respect  to 
Wildwood  Station  (Kenai)  strike  out  “$469,000”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$559,000” . 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$225,277 ,000” ,  “$74,984,000”,  and 
“$ 534,254,000 ”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$234,820,- 
000”,  “$75,074,000”,  and  “$543,887,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  107.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Inside  the  United 
States”  in  section  101  as  follows: 
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Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Ordnance  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New 
York,  strike  out  “$88,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$136,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama, 
strike  out  “$ 6,159,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$8,593,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facili¬ 
ties  (Quartermaster  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Atlanta  General  Depot,  strike 
out  “$832,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$984,000” . 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Worth  General  Depot, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$ 1,285,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,847,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Bliss,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$ 5,301,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,293,000” . 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma,  strike  out 
“$4,173,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,798,000” . 

(3)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas, 
strike  out  “$ 1,092,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,373,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
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1  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  102,  “$200,- 

2  783,000 ”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$203,331,000”. 

3  (c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 

4  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  sec- 

5  tion  402  the  amounts  “$86,916,000” ,  “$200,783,000” ,  and 

6  “$ 323,462,000 ”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,010,- 

7  000”,  “$203,331,000”,  and  “$334,104,000”,  respectively. 

8  TITLE  II 

9  Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish 

10  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring, 

11  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  perma- 

12  nent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  preparation, 

13  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  for  the  following 
*  1  projects : 


lo  Inside  the  United  States 

16  SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

17  Naval  Engineering  Experiment  Station,  Annapolis, 

IS  Maryland:  Development  and  test  facilities,  $618,000. 

1^  Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Washington:  Drydock 

20  $25,438,000. 

21  Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities , 

22  $1,452,000. 


23 


24 


Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California:  Facilities  for 
remedying  effects  of  ground  subsidence,  $1,500,000. 
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1  Naval  Submarine  Base,  New  London,  Connecticut: 

2  Waterfront  facilities,  $2,966,000. 

3  FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

4  Naval  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Troop  housing, 

5  $1,326,000. 

6  Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California:  Waterfront 

7  facilities,  $544,000. 

8  Naval  Station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Troop  housing, 

9  and  utilities,  $2,729,000. 

10  AVIATION  FACILITIES 

11  (Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 

12  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chase  Field,  Texas: 

13  Operational  facilities,  $566,000. 

14  Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Operational 
13  facilities  (Optical  landing  system),  $140,000. 

16  Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Utilities, 

11  $293,000. 

16  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Opera- 

19  tional  facilities  (Optical  landing  system),  $160,000. 

20  Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Meridian,  Mississippi: 

21  Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $13,- 

22  387,000. 

23  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana: 
21  Operational  facilities,  and,  maintenance  facilities, 
25  $3,653,000. 
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Naval  Air  Station ,  Pensacola,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$2,713,000. 

Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Sauflcy  Field,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility), 

$39,000. 

(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

Naval  Air  Station,  Alameda,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  (Guided  missile  support  facilities),  $185,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $180,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,089,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Chincoteague,  Virginia:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land,  acquisition,  $2,818,000 . 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Crows  Landing,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Operational  facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  fa¬ 
cility),  $39,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Edenton,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  $160,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,310,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,199,000. 
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Naval  Seaplane  Facility,  Harvey  Point,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $ 5,728,000 . 

Naval  Air  Station,  J acksonville,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility) ,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities  (Optical  landing  system ),  $130,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lemoore,  California:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $27 ,535,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  May  port,  Florida:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $384,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  $3,401,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Operational 
facilities  (Tactical  Air  Navigation  facility),  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  North  Island,  San  Diego,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $7,964,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,975,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Quonset  Point,  Bhode  Island: 
Operational  facilities  (Aircraft  parking  areas),  $882,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  San  Clemente  Island, 
California:  Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $9,448,000. 
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Naval  Air  Station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington: 
Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,365,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Beaufort,  South 
Carolina:  Operational  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $2,632,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Caro¬ 
lina:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $6,503,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $3,411,000. 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mojave,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Land  acquisition,  $3,281,000 . 

Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  Air  Development  Center,  Johnsville,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania:  Operational  facilities,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $2,209,000. 

Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugu,  California: 
Operational  facilities  ( including  operational  facilities  on  San 
Nicolas  Island),  $7,669,000. 
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SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Electronics  Supply  Office ,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  $92,000. 

Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office,  Mechanicsburg,  Penn¬ 
sylvania:  Administrative  facilities,  $155,000. 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  $550,000. 

MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $140,000. 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Barstow,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$6,841,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $872,000. 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Training  facilities,  messhall,  and  utilities,  $ 1,142,000 . 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,469,000. 

Marine  Corps  School,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Supply  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $1,875,000. 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  San  Diego,  California: 
Training  facilities,  $ 116,000 . 
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Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twentynine  Palms, 
California:  Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $ 2,061,000 . 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Bangor,  Washington:  Utili¬ 
ties,  $ 316,000 . 

Naval  Magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Utilities, 
$236,000. 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Dormitory 
foundations,  $1,602,000. 

Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training 
facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $5,598,000. 

Naval  Training  Center,  San  Diego,  California:  Troop 
housing,  $1,613,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  $443,000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,  San  Diego,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  $100,000. 

Naval  Communication  Center,  Stockton,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Washington  County,  Maine: 
Operational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $13,982,000. 
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YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities, 
$332,000. 

Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities, 
$3,244,000. 

Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center,  Port  Hueneme, 
California:  Supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 
$759,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  Shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Operational  facilities,  $1,297,000. 

Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 
Maintenance  facilities,  hospital  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,750,000. 

Naval  Station,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands: 
Troop  housing  and  community  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
ground  improvements,  $7 ,576,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Hospital  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $1,005,000. 

Commander-in-Chief  Pacific,  Headquarters,  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor,  Oahu  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Administrative  facilities  and 
utilities,  $332,000. 
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Naval  Station ,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico:  Utilities, 
$190,000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Air  Station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands: 
Operational  facilities  (Guided  missile  support  facilities), 
$428,000. 

Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Family  housing  and 
community  facilities,  $1,793,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Barber’s  Point,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Operational  facilities  (Aircraft  parking  areas), 
$2,088,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cubi  Point,  Luzon,  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands:  Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $149,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $5,730,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Oahu,  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Hawaii:  Operational  facilities,  $249,000. 

Naval  Station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility),  $69,000. 

Naval  Station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Operational  facilities  ( tactical  air  navigation  facility ) , 
$69,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto  Rico:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $15,182,000. 
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SUPPLY  FACILPT1ES 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Supply  facilities, 
$. 1,550,000 . 

Naval  Station,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community 
facilities,  $ 884,000 . 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine 
Islands:  Supply  facilities,  $397,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Utilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $326,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Troop 
housing,  $1,053,000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Finegayan,  Guam, 
Mariana  Islands:  Troop  housing,  $594,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Istanbul,  Turkey:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $130,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Sakata,  Japan:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $69,000. 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Wahiawa,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii:  Operation  facilities,  $4,392,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Public  Works  Center,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Is¬ 
lands:  Maintenance  facilities,  $393,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish  or 
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1  develop  classified  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  con- 

2  structing,  converting,  rehabilitating ,  ox  installing  permanent 

3  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site 

4  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  in  the 

5  total  amount  of  $ 59,056,000 . 

6  Sec.  203.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Con- 

7  gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Con- 
S  tinental  United  States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 
9  Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facili- 

10  ties" ,  with  respect  to  “Various  locations’,  strike  out  “$4,~ 

11  500,000’’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,460,000" . 

12  (b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 

13  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202,  “$86,~ 

14  397,000"  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$95,489,000" . 

15  (c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as 

16  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  sec- 
11  tion  402  the  amounts  “$138,183,000",  “$86,397,000", 

18  and  “$ 256,875,000 ’’  and  inserting  respectively  in  place 

19  thereof,  “$139,143,000",  “$95,489,000",  and  “$266,- 

20  927,000". 

21  Sec.  204.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress, 

22  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 

23  United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

24  Under  the  subheading  “ aviation  facilities"  with 

25  respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  Cali- 
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fornia,  strike  out  “$225,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$369,000” ;  with  respect  to  the  Marine  Corps  Air  Station, 
El  Toro,  California,  strike  out  “$ 1,675,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,030,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Glenview,  Illinois,  strike  out  “$70,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$170,000” . 

(h)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out,  in  section  202,  “ $63,- 
358,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$70,656,000” . 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 

amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section 
502  the  amounts  “$102,956,000”,  “$63,358,000”,  “$202,- 
807,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof  “$103,- 
555,000”,  “$70,656,000”,  and  “$210,704,000”. 

Sec.  205.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States ”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities” , 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Repair  Facility,  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$629,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,099,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities” , 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Orange,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$399,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$563,000” . 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
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(Naval  Air  Training  Stations)” ,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,686,- 
000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,292,000” ;  and  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia, 
Louisiana,  strike  out  “$ 24,361,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$26,871,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Alameda,  California,  strike  out  “$ 3,729,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,217 ,000” ;  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Air  Station,  Moffett  Field,  California,  strike  out 
“$ 2,581,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,355,000” ; 
and  with  respect  to  the  Outlying  Field,  Whitehouse  Field, 
Duval  County,  Florida,  strike  out  “$ 1,087,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,587 ,000” . 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey,  strike  out  “$16,311,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$17,911,000” . 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “ordnance  facilities” , 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory, 
Daingerfielcl,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,111,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,751,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Ordnance  Test  Station,  Inyokern,  California,  strike  out 
“$375,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$475,000” . 

H.  R.  8240—7 
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(7)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties ”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian 
Head,  Maryland,  strike  out  “$780,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$879,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “ Outside  Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  201  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities” 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Kwajelein,  Marshall 
Islands,  strike  out  “$4,411,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$5,235,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “communication  facili¬ 
ties ”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Facility, 
Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco,  strike  out  “$ 2,848,600 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,198,600” . 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202  “$151,- 
342,400”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$152,763,400” . 

(d)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$299 ,512,600” ,  “$107 ,191,300” , 
“$151,342,400” ,  and  “$564,046 ,300”  and  inserting  re¬ 
spectively  in  place  thereof  “$308,463,600” ,  “$108,365,300” , 
“$152,763,400”,  and  “$575,592,300”. 

Sec.  206.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress, 
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is  amended  under  the  heading  “ Inside  the  United 
States ”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities ” 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  strike  out  “$148,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$191,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard,  Long 
Beach,  California,  strike  out  “$ 5,984,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$8,169,000” . 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities” , 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California, 
strike  out  “$ 2,256,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,~ 
623,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Norfolk, 
Virginia,  strike  out  “$ 2,844,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,340,000”. 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Miramar,  California,  strike  out  “$8,835,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,040,000” . 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities 
(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)” ,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugu,  California,  strike  out 
“$ 1,682,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,010,000” . 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facili¬ 
ties”  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Mary- 
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1  land,  strike  out  “$ 7,469,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

2  il  $10, 919, 000". 

3  (6)  Under  the  subheading  “COMMUNICATIONS  FACIL- 

4  ITIES”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Station, 

5  San  Francisco,  California,  strike  out  “$2,029 ,000"  and  in- 

6  sert  in  place  thereof  “$3,779,000" . 

7  (7)  Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  DOCKS  FACILI- 

8  ties",  with  respect  to  the  Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk, 

9  Virginia,  strike  out  “$443,000"  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

10  “$500,000". 

11  (b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 

12  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United 

13  States"  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

14  (1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities", 

15  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Atsugi,  Japan,  strike 

10  out  “$ 1,961,000 "  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,337 ,000" . 
VI  (c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 

amended  by  striking  out  in  section  203,  “$ 84,043,000 "  and 
10  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$85,939,000" . 

20  (d)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 

21  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  402  the 

22  amounts  “$292,572,000",  “$61,625,000",  “$84,043,000", 

23  and  “$438,240,000"  and  inserting  respectively  in  place 

24  thereof  “$303,453,000",  “$62,001,000",  “$85,939,000" 

25  and  “$451,393,000". 
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TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  estab¬ 
lish  or  develop  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquir¬ 
ing,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  site  prepara¬ 
tion,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  projects: 

Inside  tee  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
# 4,499,000 . 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $ 594,000 . 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition.  $ 1,583,000 . 

Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow,  Montana:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $ 2,048,000 . 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks,  North 
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Dakota:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $4,466,000. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,100,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Bafael,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $614,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan  : 
Family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $429,000. 

K.  1.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$905,000.  \  i  « 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Ore¬ 
gon:  Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,299,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $632,000. 
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McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Supply 
facilities  and  community  facilities,  $189,000. 

Minot,  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  North  Dakota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and,  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $6,804,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New 
York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $281,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts :  Family 
housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $559,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  California:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
troop  housing,  and.  utilities  and  ground,  improvements,  $1,- 
828,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$3,768,000.  - 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine: 
Community  facilities,  $244,000. 

Richard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasville,  Wisconsin: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $7 ,804,000 , 
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Self  ridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and,  ground  improvements,  $2,898,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities  and  supply  facilities,  $248,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvement,  $ 694,000 . 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton  Beach, 
New  York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $956,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin :  Utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition,  $130,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,186,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,153,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio: 
Community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$217,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili - 
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ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground,  improvements,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $ 44,428,000 . 

AIR  MATERIAL  COMMAND 

Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $ 10,410,000 . 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $ 1,911,000 . 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$899,000. 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,912,000. 

Olmsted,  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,673,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,354,000. 
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Rushmore  Air  Force  Station,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Community  facilities,  $56,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base:  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $ 2,674,000 . 

W right-Patter son  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development , 
and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities , 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,777,000. 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 
Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Research 
development,  and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $5,826,000. 

AIR  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 
Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $1,987,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  New  Mexico: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research,  development, 
and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $11,869,000. 
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Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base,  Indian  Springs,  Ne¬ 
vada:  Community  facilities,  $ 206,000 . 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,276,000. 

Laurence  G.  Ilanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $3,469,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground, 
improvements,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,882,000 . 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  ^Amarillo,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvement s, 
and  land  acquisition,  $2,872,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $ 2,193,000 . 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $262,000. 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi :  Operational 
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and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,209,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,848,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land 
acquisition,  $8,249,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $763,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $ 938,000 . 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Community 
facilities,  $436,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,858,000. 

Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$5,909,000. 
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Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition, 
and  real  estate  improvements,  $900,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$4,200,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Troop  housing, 
and  community  facilities,  $1,945,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition , 
$ 1,977,000 . 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities,  and  ground  improvements , 
$4,118,000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$865,000. 

AIR  UNIVERSITY 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Land 
acquisition,  $50,000. 

CONTINENTAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Medical 


facilities,  $952,000. 
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Dobbins  Air  Farce  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $ 139,000 . 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead ,  New  York:  Utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$337,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Aeronautical  chart  and  information  center,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri:  Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $620,000. 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $920,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,216,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $745,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey: 
Maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $496,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community 
facilities,  $848,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
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supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facilities, 
$ 3,344,000 . 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $ 7,458,000 . 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  supply 
facilities,  $ 1,487,000 . 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 
$5,557,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $11,510 ,000 . 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $8,966,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,059,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California:  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground 
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improvements ,  land  acquisition ,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,076,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $536,000. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities,  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,320,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,361,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $14,638,000. 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Community 
facilities,  $100,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota: 
Operational  and  training  facilities  and  supply  facilities, 
$1,976,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  $1,480,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $1,357,000. 
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Gray  Air  Force  Base ,  Killeen,  Texas:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $34,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $19,389,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $380,000. 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savamiah,  Georgia:  Troop 
housing  and  community  facilities,  $994,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana: 
Beal  estate  improvements,  $179,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington: 
Operational  and  tr awing  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $12,552,000. 

Laugldin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio,  Texas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  $250,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Land 
acquisition,  $37,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $1,504,000 . 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili- 

.  .  •  -  •  m  kfk 

ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $7,322,000. 
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MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $ 936,000 . 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $ 3,518,000 . 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $2,347,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home, 
Idaho:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,022,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $7 ,681,000. 

Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburgh,  New  York: 
Supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$231,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire:  Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,344,000. 

Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Community 
facilities,  $372,000. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  com - 
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munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,937,000. 

Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,628,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $9,676,000. 

W estover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachu¬ 
setts:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,901,000. 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Oper¬ 
ational  and  training  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$235,000. 

TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $2,149,000. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  South  Caro¬ 
lina:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and 
community  facilities,  $1,287,000. 

England  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana: 


116 


X  Troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 

2  $1,558,000. 

3  Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Community 

4  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  ac- 

5  quisition,  $683,000. 

6  George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Sup- 

7  ply  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $2,478,000. 

8  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Utilities 

9  and  ground  improvements,  $20,000. 

10  Myrtle  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  South 

11  Carolina:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 

12  facilities,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements, 

13  $1,204,000. 


14  Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee:  Community 

15  facilities,  $484,000. 

16  Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North 
11  Carolina:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 

18  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  commu- 

19  nity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acqui- 
r20  sition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $9,991,000. 

"1  Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina:  Troop 
22  housing,  and  community  facilities,  $1,184,000. 


23 


24 


SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 


25  $ 229,000 . 
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AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 


Various  locations :  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilites,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $7 ,331,000. 

Outside  tee  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 


Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$4,742,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Community  facilities,  $1,630,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facil¬ 
ities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $11,500,000. 

c 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 


Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $247,000. 


FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 


K‘ 


Hicham  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii:  Troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities,  $2,228,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com - 
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munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$7,569,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $14,741,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Andersen  Air  Force  Base,  Guam:  Community  facilities , 
$820,000. 

Barney  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition,  $3,783,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$57,218,000. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $36,057 ,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 

$170,000. 
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AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$20,000,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  establish 
or  develop  classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by 
acquiring,  constructing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  in¬ 
stalling  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land 
acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and 
equipment  in  the  total  amount  of  $47,000,000. 

Sec.  303.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress , 
as  amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — with 
respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan  Station,  Pescadero,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$224,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$584,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 
with  respect  to  Clinton- Sherman  Airport,  Clinton,  Okla¬ 
homa,  strike  out  “$ 11,393,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$12,686,000” ;  and  strike  out  “$ 1,463,000 ”  and  insert  in 

place  thereof  “$2,756,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  com- 
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mand” — with  respect  to  Mitchel  Air  Force  Base ,  Hemp¬ 
stead,  New  York,  strike  out  “$729 ,000"  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$929,000” ;  and  strike  out  “$686,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$886,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base, 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$ 27,478,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$29,442,000” ;  and  strike  out  “$ 16,192,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$18,156,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  so  much  as  reads  “$ 406,120,000 ”  and  “$415,- 
949,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$409,937 ,000”  and 
“$419,766,000” ,  respectively. 

Sec.  304.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended,  under  the  heading  “ Conti¬ 
nental  United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 
Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$ 1,716,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  $2,717,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  site,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  strike  out  “ $7 ,709,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$9,220,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault, 
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Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,029,000  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,195,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Minot  site,  North  Dakota,  strike 
out  “$6,603,000'’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,268- 
000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Ox¬ 
nard,  California,  strike  out  “$ 2,445,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,935,000” ; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Self  ridge  Air  Force  Base, 
Mount  Clemens,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$ 5,526,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,445,000” ; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Youngstown  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$742,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$893,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma, 
Arizona,  strike  out  “$ 2,107,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,676,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brookley  Air  Force  Base, 
Mobile,  Alabama,  strike  out  “$ 4,170,000 ”  and,  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,728,000’’ ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Grifjiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$15,803,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$16,654,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force  Base, 
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Sacramento ,  California,  strike  out  “$ 9,522,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,970, 000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  W right-Patter son  Air  Force 
Base,  Dayton,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$12,001,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$14,508,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base, 
Houston,  Texas,  strike  out  “$ 3,438,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,876,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base, 
San  Angelo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$ 4,081,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,088,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Greenville  Air  Force  Base, 
Greenville,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$500,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$545,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Harlingen  Air  Force  Base, 
Harlingen,  Texas,  strike  out  “$446,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$529,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  James  Connally  Air  Force 
Base,  Waco,  Texas,  strike  out  “$883,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,129,000” ; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Mather  Air  Force  Base, 
Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  “$ 1,516,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,998,000” ; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lub- 
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bock ,  Texas,  strike  out  1,076,000 ”  and  insert  in 

place  thereof  “ $1,304, 000”  ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Williams  Air  Force  Base, 
Chandler,  Arizona,  strike  out  “$1,215,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,556,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “headquarters  command” — 
with  respect  to  Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  W ashington,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$520,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$825,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — with  respect  to  Indian  Springs  Air  Force 
Base  (Kirtland  Auxiliary  Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada, 
strike  out  “$555,500”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$624,- 
500”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas,  strike  out  “$ 5,929,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,363,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor, 
Maine,  strike  out  “$11,155,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$12,218,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fair- 
field,  California,  strike  out  “$ 9,769,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$11,473,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Bos- 
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well,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$6,657 ,000"  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$8,324,000" . 

Under  the  subheading  “ tactical  air  command " — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Alexandria  Air  Force  Base, 
Alexandria,  Louisiana,  strike  out  “$ 2,684,000 "  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,527 ,000" ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base, 
Peru,  Indiana,  strike  out  “$559,000"  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$611,000"; 

(3)  with  respect  to  George  Air  Force  Base,  Victor¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$1,598,000"  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$1,905,000" ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses 
Lake,  Washington,  strike  out  “$ 4,724,000 "  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$5,197 ,000" ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Sewart  Air  Force  Base, 
Smyrna,  Tennessee,  strike  out  “$ 3,589,000 "  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$4,010,000" . 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Con¬ 
tinental  United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “alaskan  air  command" — 
with  respect  to  Galena  Airfield,  strike  out  “$518,000"  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$735,000" . 

Under  the  subheading  “area  CONTROL  navigational 
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aids” — with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$526,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,394,000” . 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  502  the  amounts  “$801,256,000”,  “$532,454,000”, 
and  “$1,339 ,060,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof 
“$824,300,000”,  “$533,539,000”,  and  “$1,363,189,000”, 
respectively . 

Sec.  305.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental 
United  States”  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Duluth  Municipal  Airport, 
Duluth,  Minnesota,  strike  out  “$863,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,469,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$ 2,827,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,079,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Glasgow  Air  Force  Base, 
Glasgow,  Montana,  strike  out  “$ 2,470,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,080,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base, 
Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$18,969 ,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$30,521,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Grandview  Air  Force  Base, 
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Kansas  City,  Missouri,  strike  out  “$ 1,673,000 ”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$1,781,000” ; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault 
Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$ 2,156,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,336,000” ; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon,  strike  out  “$ 1,130,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,560,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot, 
North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$ 21,215,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$27,035,000” ; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York,  strike  out  “$ 3,030,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,409,000” ; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base, 
Camarillo,  California,  strike  out  “$ 2,392,000 ”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$2,779,000” ; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport, 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  strike  out  “$ 2,288,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$2,900,000” ; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wis¬ 
consin,  strike  out  “$ 4,876,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$8,726,000”; 

(13)  with  respect  to  Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base, 
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Oscoda,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$ 3,278,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$3,808,000” ; 

(14)  with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out 
“$ 21,510,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,201,000” . 
Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Grifjiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$ 17,966,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,005,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Searsport  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Searsport,  Maine,  strike  out  “$473,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$745,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Tacoma  Fuel  Storage  Station, 
Tacoma,  Washington,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$251,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$ 5,990,000 ”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  “$7 ,763,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command ”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Amarillo  Air  Force  Base, 
Amarillo,  Texas,  strike  out  “$ 17 ,121,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$26,471,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma, 
Alabama,  strike  out  “$18,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$22,000” ; 
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(3)  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  Force  Base , 
Wichita  Falls,  Texas,  strike  out  “$ 24,433,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$33,858,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno, 
Nevada,  strike  out  “$ 2,221,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,063,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid, 
Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$977,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,064,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  university” — with  respect 
to  Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery ,  Alabama,  strike 
out  “$215,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$311,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  com¬ 
mand”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marys¬ 
ville,  California,  strike  out  “$ 13,395,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$15,993,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dobbins  Air  Force  Base ,  Mari¬ 
etta,  Georgia,  strike  out  “$345,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof,  “$500,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development 
command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field, 
Bedford,  Massachusetts,  strike  out  “$ 6,939,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$7 ,530,000” ; 
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(2)  with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base , 
Muroc,  California,  strike  out  “$ 5,488,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “  $7 ,220,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,190,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced, 
California,  strike  out  “$ 2,179,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,643,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Columbus  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Mississippi,  strike  out  “$ 14,518,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$15,322,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base, 
Rapid  City,  South  Dakota,  strike  out  “$943,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,075,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Homestead  Air  Force  Base, 
Homestead,  Florida,  strike  out  “$ 1,694,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$1,966,000” ; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base, 
Columbus,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$ 4,952,000 ”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$7,880,000” ; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base, 
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Great  Falls,  Montana,  strike  out  “$1,236 ,000"  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,586,000" ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Mountain  Home  Air  Force 
Base,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho,  strike  out  “$ 2,064,000 " 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,607,000" ; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha, 
Nebraska,  strike  out  “$ 5,697,000 "  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$6,155,000"; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base, 
Plattsburgh,  New  York,  strike  out  “$ 1,491,000 "  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,027,000" ; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base, 
Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire,  strike  out  “$661,000" 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$720,000" ; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base, 
Boswell,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  “$2,791,000"  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,181,000" . 

Under  the  subheading  “ tactical  air  command" — 
with  respect  to  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia, 
strike  out  “$ 2,613,000 "  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,785,- 
000". 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  the  United 
States"  as  follows: 
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Under  the  subheading  “ northeast  air  command” — 
with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$75,650, 000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$94,197 ,000” . 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  402  the 
amounts  “$742,873,000”,  “$405,061,000”,  and  “$1,360,- 
934,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$811,342,000” , 
“$423,608,000”,  and  “$ 1,447,950,000 ”,  respectively. 

Sec.  306.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  302  of  the  Act 
of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1012),  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  proceed¬ 
ing  with  construction  made  necessary  by  changes  in  Air 
Force  missions,  new  weapons  developments,  new  and  un¬ 
foreseen  research  and  development  requirements,  or  im¬ 
proved  production  schedules,  if  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
determines  that  deferral  of  such  construction  for  inclusion 
in  the  next  military  construction  authorization  Act  would 
be  inconsistent  with  interests  of  national  security,  and  in 
connection  therewith  to  acquire,  construct,  convert,  rehabili¬ 
tate,  or  install  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  includ¬ 
ing  land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  util¬ 
ities,  and  equipment,  in  the  total  amount  of  $50,000,000 : 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  or  his  desig¬ 
nee,  shall  notify  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
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Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  immediately  upon 
reaching  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost  of  con¬ 
struction  of  any  public  work  undertaken  under  this  subsec¬ 
tion,  including  those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto 
TITLE  IV— FAMILY  HOUSING 

Sec.  401.  Any  outstanding  authority  heretofore  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119),  the 
Act  of  July  15, 1955  ( 69  Stat.  324),  and  the  Act  of  August 
3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991)  for  the  provision  of  family  housing 
shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  family  housing  at 
any  installations  for  which  family  housing  is  authorized  to 
be  constructed  under  titles  1,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  402.  Section  515  of  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  ( 69 
Stat.  324,  352),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1957,  1958,  and 
1959,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
respectively,  are  authorized  to  lease  housing  facilities  at  or 
necur  military  tactical  installations  for  assignment  as  public 
quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents,  if  any, 
without  rental  charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  or  his  designee,  that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate 
housing  facilities  at  or  near  such  military  tactical  installa- 
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tions.  Such  housing  facilities  shall  he  leased  on  a  family  or 
individual  unit  basis  and  not  more  than  five  thousand  of  such 
units  may  he  so  leased  at  any  one  time.  Expenditures  for 
the  t rental  of  such  housing  facilities  may  he  made  out  of  ap¬ 
propriations  available  for  maintenance  and  operation  hut 
may  not  exceed  $150  a  month  for  any  such  unit .” 

Sec.  403.  (a)  Family  quarters  to  he  constructed  under 
the  authority  of  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  the  Act  of  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119),  shall  he  subject  to  the  net 
floor  area  limitations  respectively  prescribed  in  sections 
4774,  7574,  and  9774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 

(h)  Section  404  of  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68 
Stat.  1119,  1125),  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  404.  Title  10,  United  States  Code,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

(a)  Section  4774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Army  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(b)  Section  7574  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end,  thereof: 

“(d)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
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constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members 
of  the  Navy  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor 
area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(c)  Section  9774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters 
constructed  from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Air  Force  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net 
floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

Sec.  405.  The  second  paragraph  of  section  407  of  the 
Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119,  1125),  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  from  appropriations  otherwise  available 
for  the  payment  of  quarters  allowances  for  military  per¬ 
sonnel  and  from  appropriate  allotments  or  rental  charges 
for  civilian  personnel,  amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allow¬ 
ances  or  allotments  otherwise  payable  to  or  the  rental 
charges  collected  from  personnel  occupying  any  housing 
constructed  or  acquired  under  authority  of  this  section  after 
deducting  amounts  chargeable  for  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  such  housing:  Provided,  That  such  payments 
shall  not  exceed  the  dollar  equivalent  of  the  value  of  the 
foreign  currencies  used  for  all  such  construction  or 
acquisition.” 
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Sec.  406.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any 
other  law,  and  effective  July  1,  1958,  no  family  hous¬ 
ing  units  shall  be  contracted  for  ox  acquired  at  or  in  support 
of  military  installations  or  activities  unless  the  actual  num¬ 
ber  of  units  involved  has  been  specifically  authorized  by 
an  annual  military  construction  authorization  act. 

(b)  Effective  July  1,  1958,  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  419,  Public  Law  968,  Eighty- fifth  Congress,  second 
session,  are  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  407.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any 
other  law,  members  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine 
Corps,  Coast  Guard,  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Service,  may  occupy  on  a  rental  basis,  without 
loss  of  basic  allowance  for  quarters,  inadequate  quarters 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  any  of  the  uniformed  services,  not¬ 
withstanding  that  such  quarters  may  have  been  constructed 
or  converted  for  assignment  as  public  quaxters. 

(b)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  administered 
under  regulations  approved  by  the  President. 

(c)  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force  for  the  respective  military  departments,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  for  the  Coast  Guard  when  the  Coast  Guard  is 
operating  as  a  service  in  the  Treasury  Department,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce  for  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  for  the 
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1  Public  Health  Service  (hereafter  referred  to  as  the  “Sec- 

2  retaries” ),  are  each  authorized,  subject  to  standards  estab- 

3  lished  pursuant  to  (a)  above,  to  designate  as  rental  housing 

4  such  housing  as  he  may  determine  to  be  inadequate  as  public 

5  quarters. 

6  (d)  The  Secretaries  are  each  further  authorized,  sub- 

7  ject  to  standards  established  pursuant  to  subsection  (a) 

8  above,  to  lease  inadequate  housing  to  personnel  of  any  of  the 

9  mentioned  services  for  occupancy  by  them.  The  housing 

10  facilities  leased,  as  herein  provided,  shall  not  be  required 

11  to  have  been  constructed  with  funds  derived  from  appro- 

12  priations  specifically  made  for  the  purpose  of  the  construc- 

13  tion  of  rental  housing  for  personnel  of  the  services  mentioned. 

W  TITLE  V— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

15  Sec.  501.  The  Secretary  of  each  military  department 
15  may  proceed  to  establish  or  develop  installations  and  facili- 
11  ties  under  this  Act  without  regard  to  sections  3648  and 
1®  3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  sections 

19  4774  (d)  and  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 

20  The  authority  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improve- 

21  ments  on  land  includes  authority  for  surveys,  administration, 

22  overhead,  planning,  and  supervision  incident  to  construc- 

23  tion.  That  authority  may  be  exercised  before  title  to  the 
21  land  is  approved  under  section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
25  as  amended,  and  even  though  the  land  is  held  temporarily. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


137 


The  authority  to  acquire  real  estate  or  land  includes  au¬ 
thority  to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire  land,  and  interests 
in  land  (including  temporary  use),  by  gift,  purchase,  ex¬ 
change  of  Government-owned  land,  or  otherwise. 

Sec.  502.  There  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  but 
appropriations  for  public  works  projects  authorized  by  titles 
I,  II,  and  III  shall  not  exceed, — 

(1)  for  title  I:  Inside  the  United  States,  $114,- 
949,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $34,477,000 ;  sec¬ 
tion  102,  $143,002,000 ;  or  a  total  of  $292,428,000 ; 

(2)  for  title  II:  Inside  the  United  States,  $216,- 
175,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $47 ,695,000 ;  sec¬ 
tion  202,  $59 ,056,000 ;  or  a  total  of  $322,926,000 ; 
and 

(3)  for  title  III:  Inside  the  United  States,  $380,- 
354,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $160,705,000 ;  sec¬ 
tion  302,  $47 ,000,000 ;  or  a  total  of  $588,059,000. 
Sec.  503.  Any  of  the  amounts  named  in  title  I,  II,  or 

III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerned,  be  increased  by  5  per  centum  for  projects  inside  the 
United  States  and  by  10  per  centum  for  projects  outside 
the  United  States.  However,  the  total  cost  of  all  projects 
in  each  such  title  may  not  be  more  than  the  total  amount 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  projects  in  that  title. 
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Sec.  504.  Whenever — 

(1)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  ivith 
section  2313  (h)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  for 
contracts  made  under  this  Act  for  the  establishment 
or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities  in 
foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out 
of  this  Act ;  and 

(2)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller 
General  have  agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  ade¬ 
quately  auditing  those  contracts ; 

the  President  may  exempt  those  contracts  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  that  section. 

Sec.  505.  Contracts  made  by  the  United  States  under 
this  Act  shall  be  awarded,  insofar  as  practicable,  on  a  com¬ 
petitive  basis  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder,  if  the 
national  security  will  not  be  impaired  and  the  award  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  chapter  137  of  title  10,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  9,  1955  ( 69  Stat.  547, 
551).  The  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments  shall 
report  semiannually  to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ivith  respect  to 
all  contracts  awarded  on  other  than  a  competitive  basis  to 
the  lowest  responsible  bidder. 

Sec.  506.  ^4s  of  July  1,  1958,  all  authorizations  for 
military  public  works  to  be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary 
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of  a  military  department  in  connection  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  or  development  of  military  installations  and  facilities , 
and  all  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor ,  that  are 
contained  in  Acts  approved  before  July  28,  1954,  and 
not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later  authoriza¬ 
tion  are  repealed,  except — 

(1)  authorizations  for  public  works  and  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor  that  are  set  forth  in  those  Acts  in  the 
titles  that  contain  the  general  provisions; 

(2)  the  authorization  for  public  works  projects  as 
to  which  appropriated  funds  have  been  obligated  for 
construction  contracts  in  whole  or  in  part  before  July 
1,  1958,  and  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor; 

(3)  the  authorizations  for  public  works  and  the 
appropriation  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  sections 
2231-2238  of  title  10  United  States  Code,  as  amended 
(50  U.  S.  C.  882,  883,  885,  886); 

(4)  the  authorization  for  the  development  of  the 
Line  of  Communications,  France,  in  the  amount  of 
$60,000,000  that  is  contained  in  title  I,  section  102,  of 
Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress; 

(5)  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  410 
of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1016), 
the  authorization  for  (a)  development  of  classified  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,439,000  that  is  contained  in 
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title  I,  section  102,  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951 
(65  Stat.  336,  343),  and  (b)  development  of  classified 
facilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,654,000  that  is  contained 
in  title  I,  section  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952 
(66  Stat.  606,  609) ;  and 

(6)  the  authorization  for  public  works  and  for  the 
appropriations  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  Act 
of  April  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  47),  as  amended. 

Sec.  507.  None  of  the  authority  contained  in  titles  1, 
II,  and  III  of  this  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  authorized  any 
buildiny  construction  project  within  the  continental  United, 
States  at  an  average  nationwide  unit  cost  in  excess  of — 

(a)  $28  per  square  foot  for  cold-storage  ware¬ 
housing; 

(b)  $6  per  square  foot  for  regular  warehousing; 

(c)  $1,850  per  man  for  permanent  barracks; 

(d)  $7,500  per  man  for  bachelor  officer  quarters, 
unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  determines  that,  because  of 
special  circumstances,  application  to  such  project  of  the 
limitation  on  unit  costs  contained,  in  this  section  is  imprac¬ 
ticable. 

Sec.  508.  Section  9  of  the  Air  Force  Academy  Act,  as 
amended  (68  Stat.  49),  is  further  amended  by  striking  out 
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1  in  the  first  sentence  the  figure  “$ 126,000,000 ”  and  insert- 

2  ing  in  place  thereof  the  figure  “$135,425,000” . 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  July  10,  1957. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 

Passed  the  Senate  with  an  amendment  August  12, 
1957. 

Attest:  EELTON  M.  JOHNSTON, 

Secretary. 
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PERSONNEL.  Received  from  GSA  a  proposed  bill  to  amend  the  Federal  Property  and 
Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949  so  as  "to  provide  for  training  of  / 
employees" i  to  Government  Operations  Committee,  p.  13283 

Rep.  Davis,  Ga. ,  called  for  a  reduction  in  the  number  of  Federal  emplc 
and  a  greater  utilization  of  manpower,  p.  13223 


loyees 


17.  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION.  Conferees  were  appointed  on  H.R.  8240,  to  authorize 
certain  construction  at  military  installations,  including  the  use  of  foreign 
currencies  acquired  under  Public  Law  480  for  the  construction  of  military 

family  housing  units  in  foreign  countries  (p.  13227).  Senate  conferees  have  A* 7" 
been  appointed. 


18. 


19. 


INFORMATION.  A  further  conference  was  requested  with  the  Senate  on  H.R.  4813, 
to  extend  the  life  of  the  D.  C.  Auditorium  Commission,  p.  13227 

HOUSING.  Agreed  to  the  Senate  amendments,  with  an  amendment,  to  H.R.  4602, 
to  encourage  new  residential  construction  for  veterans ’/housing  in  rural  areas 


and  small  cities  and  towns,  pp.  13227-28 


/  ° 


POSTAL  RATES, 
postal  rates. 


\ 


Passed,  with  amendments,  256  to 
pp.  13237-72 


/ 

129,  H.R. 

/ 


5836,  to  increase 


21. 


22. 


DROUGHT  RELIEF.  Rep.  Rogers  inserted  several  letters  urging  drought  relief  for 
Mass.,  pp.  13272-73 


INFLATION.  Rep.  Vursell  urged  that  action  be  taken  to  curb  inflation. 
13274-75 

\  / 


pp. 


23. 


24. 


25. 


26. 


ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 

FARM  PROGRAM.  Sen.  Neuberger  inserted  a  letter  from  the  Ore.  Director  of 
Agriculture  discussing  marketing  problems,  and  a  statement  by  an  onion  farmer 
before  the  Senate  Subcommittee  holding  hearings  on  onion  futures  trading, 
pp.  A6571-2 

Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Judd  on  a  questionnaire  answered  by  his 
constituents  showing  their  concern  over  the  budget\and  with  787.  opposing  any 
greater  financial  assistance  to  farmers,  pp.  A6595-7 

Rep.  Moulder  inserted  the  summary  of  a  questionnaire  to  his  constituents, 
in  which  67%  favored  a  balanced  budget  over  tax  cuts,  61%  opposed  the  soil 
bank  program,  52%  did  not  favor  the  "Eisenhower  administration"  of  the 
program,  and  527.  opposed  the  foreign  aid  program,  p.  A6605 

GRAIN  SORGHUM.  Rep.  Rogers,  Tex.,  Inserted  a  statement  by  the  Grain  Sorghum 
Producers  Ass’n  to  the  recent  meeting  of  commodity  groups,  urging  equal-level 
price  supports,  soil  banking  of  "cultivated  acres"  by  value  of\the  land 
instead  of  type  of  crops,  treating  of  all  feed  grains  alike,  and  a  limitation 
of  planting  to  85%  of  the  total  cultivated  acreage,  pp.  A6610-11 

COTTON.  Rep.  Elliott  inserted  an  editorial,  "The  Cotton  Problem,"  quoting  the 
Life  magazine  editorial  on  the  farm  problem  and  stating,  "The  Tribune  is  for 
subsidizing  the  small  cotton  farmer.  .  ."  p.  A6619 

SURPLUS  FOODS.  Sen.  Wiley  inserted  a  speech  by  Sen.  Humphrey  to  the  board  of 
directors  of  CARE  in  which  he  pointed  to  the  uses  of  surplus  production  of 
foody,  urged  a  greater  use  of  these  surpluses,  and  stated  that  foreign  officials 
knew  more  about  Public  Law  480  than  our  ambassadors,  because  of  the  vital 
importance  of  the  program  to  them.  pp.  A6566-70 


-  4  - 


27.  RICE;  FISH.  Sen.  Fulbright  inserted  an  article  "Fish  Can  Prepare  Seedbed, 
England  Rice  Fanner  Finds,'*  stating  that  fish  often  do  a  better  job  than 
plows  and  disks  in  preparing  rice  seedbeds  for  sowing,  p.  A6566 


/ 


28.  WATER  RESOURCES.  Sen.  Johnson  inserted  an  editorial  supporting  his  program  for 
water  resource  development  in  Texas,  p.  A6561 


29.  DROUGHT  RELIEF.  Sen.  Yarborough  inserted  his  remarks  before  the  Appropriations 
Committee  on  the  problems  created  in  Texas  by  the  long  continued  drought, 
pp.  A6564-5 


30. 


ROADS.  Sen.  Bush  inserted  an  editorial  urging  action  on  the  billboard  bill, 
p.  A6570  v  /  a 


31. 


Sen.  Humphrey  inserted  an  article,  "How  to  Wreck  a  Road,"  urging/positive 
program  of  roadside  protection  planning,  pp.  A6576-7 

\  / 

STATEHOOD.  Del.  Burns  inserted  5  editorials  favoring  statehood  for  Alaska  and 
Hawaii,  pp.  A6575-6 


32.  FEDERAL  AID.  Rep.  Lane  inserted  an  article,  "Unfair  Drain,"  opposing  federal 
aid  on  the  grounds  that  Mass,  pays  much  more  in  taxes  than  it  received  in 
benefits,  pp.  A6577-8 


\ 


33. 


A 


BUDGETING.  Rep.  Cannon  inserted  a  letter  from  38  members  of  the  House  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  opposing  enactment  of  H. R.  8002,  the  accrued  expenditures 
bill,  on  the  ground  that  needed  contract  authorities  would  be  far  more 
delusive  than  the  present  system,  p.  A6580 


34. 


35. 


36. 


RECLAMATION.  Rep.  Aspinall  inserted  a  paper  by  the  Chief,  Economics  and 
Statistics  Div.  of  Irrigation,  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  defending  irrigated 
lands  from  charges  that  they  contribute  to  surplus  problems,  and  declaring 
that  irrigated  cotton  was  the  largest  problem,  producing  57®  of  the  total 
supply,  pp.  A6581-3 

Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Miller,  Nebr. ,  opposing  deletion  of  the 
sums  budgeted  for  the  Ainsworth  and  Farwell  Irrigation  Districts,  Nebr.. 
pp.  A6620-1 

/  \  "I 

ELECTRIFICATION;  PERSONNEL.'  Rep.  Alger  inserted  his  weekly  newsletter,  in  whic! 
he  criticized  additional  appropriation  for  TVA  and  declared  he  opposed  an  117. 
pay  raise  while  supporting  a  7^7,  increase,  pp.  A6585-6 

/ 

T.V.A.  Rep.  Baker  inserted  an  editorial,  "TVA  Area  Could  be  Blighted  if  Action 
to  Finance  Power  Production  Should  Be  Much  More  Delayed  by  Congress."  p.  A65S 


37. 


\ 


NOMINATIONS.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Dingell  opposing  the  nomination  of 
Jerome  K.  Kuykendall  to  the  Federal  Power  Commission  and  inserting  a  letter 
from  five  Representatives  opposing  the  nomination,  pp.  A6599-A6601  \ 


/ 


38. 


ATOMIC  ENERGY.  Rep.  Meader  inserted  an  editorial  opposing  what  it  termed'effortr 
to  "put  the  Government  headlong  into  the  atomic  energy  development  field." 
p.  A6601  \ 

Rep.  Meader  inserted  an  editorial  stating  that  opposition  to  the  proposed 
Monroe,  Mich. ,  private  firm  power  reactor,  stemmed  from  Federal  power  advocate 
who  wanted  Federal  development  of  atomic  energy  power,  p.  A6604 


1957 

\ 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York?  \ 

Mr.  WALTER  objected. 

Mr.  CfeLLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  : 
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Georgia?  TAfter  a  pause.l  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Vinson,  Brooks  of 
Louisiana,  Kilday,  Durham,  Rivers, 
Arends,  Cole,  Gavin,  and  Norblad. 


unanimous  .consent  that  the  House  re 
cede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6127)  to  provide 
means  of  further  securing  and  protect¬ 
ing  the  civil  rights  of  persons  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Celler].  \ 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a  further  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Would  the  Speaker 
recognize  me  to  move  to  send  the  bill  to 
the  Rules  Committee? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  would 
not.  It  is  not  necessary  to  do  that.  \ 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  fur-, 
ther  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
stsito  it 

Mr.  KEATING.  Would  the  Speaker 
advise  what  action  is  necessary  now  in 
order  to  get  the  bill  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules? 

The  SPEAKER.  Anyone  can  make 
the  request  of  the  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules  to  call  a  meeting  of  the 
committee  to  consider  the  whole  matter. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  fur¬ 
ther  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  that 
were  done,  would  the  bill  which  is  now 
on  the  Speaker’s  desk  be  before  the  Rules 
Committee? 

The  SPEAKER.  It  would  not  be  be¬ 
fore  the  Committee  on  Rules.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules  could  consider  the  matter 
of  what  procedure  to  recommend  to  the 
House  for  the  disposition  of  this  whole 
matter. 

AUTHORIZING  CERTAIN  CONSTRUC¬ 
TION  AT  MILITARY  INSTALLA¬ 
TIONS 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 


STADIUM  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OP 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  1937)  to 
authorize  the  construction,  maintenance, 
and  operation  by  the  Armory  Board  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  of  a  stadium  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments  and  agree  to  the  conference  asked 
by  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  requestion  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina?  [After  a  pause.]  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  appoints  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conferees:  Messrs.  McMillan, 
Harris,  Teague  of  Texas,  Simpson  of  Illi¬ 
nois,  and  O’Hara  of  Minnesota. 

- - - - - 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
\  TORIUM  COMMISSION 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’l)  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  4813)  to 
extend  the  life  of  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  Auditorium  Commission,  and  for 
other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  further  insist  upon  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  Senile  amendments  and  re¬ 
quest  a  further  conference  with  the 
Senate.  \  / 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  inhere  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina?  [After /f  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  Appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Morrison,  Mulxer, 
Granahan,  Kearns,  and  Broyhill. 

- - -  \ 

AMENDING  TITLE  in  OF  THE  SERV¬ 
ICEMEN’S  AND  VETERANS’  SUR¬ 
VIVOR  BENEFITS  ACT 


disability  compensation  and  to  increase 
dependency  allowances,  with  Senate, 
amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

4  The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  as  follows : 

Page  5,  strike  out  lines  1,  2,  and  3,  and  in¬ 
sert  :  / 

“Sec.  4.  Section  315  of  the  Veterans’ 
Benefits  Act  of  1957  is  amended  by  deleting 
the  following  figures  in  paragraphs  (a) 
through  (p),  respectively:  ‘$17’,  ‘$33’,  ‘$50', 
‘$66’,  ‘$91’,  ‘$109’,  ‘$127’,  ‘$145’,  ‘$163’,  ‘$181’. 
*$420’,  ‘$279’,  ‘$329’,  ‘$371/ ‘$420’,  and  ‘$420’, 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  figures  ‘$19’, 
‘$36’,  ‘$55’,  ‘$73’,  ‘$100’,  ‘$120’,  ‘$140’,  ‘$160’, 
‘$179’,  ‘$225’,  ‘$450’,  ‘$309’,  ‘$359’,  ‘$401’,  ‘$450’, 
and  ‘$450’,  respectively. 

“Sec.  5.  Subsection  316  (a)  (1)  of  the  Vet¬ 
erans’  Benefit  Act  of  1957  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  the  following  figures  in  clauses  (A) 
through  (H) ,  respectively:  ‘$21’,  ‘$35’,  ‘$45.50’, 
‘$56’,  ‘$14’,  ‘$24.50’,  ‘$35’,  and  ‘$17.50’,  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  figures  ‘$23’, 
‘$39’,  ‘$50’,  ‘$62’,  ‘$15’,  ‘$27’,  ‘$39’,  and  ‘$19’. 

“Sec.  6.  Section  335  of  the  Veterans’  Bene¬ 
fits  Act  of  1957  is  hereby  amended  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  to  a  comma 
and  adding  the  following:  ‘counting  50  cents 
and  over  as  a  whole  dollar.’ 

/‘Sec.  7.  Section  336  of  the  Veterans’  Bene¬ 
fits  Act  of  1957  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
AUDI-  -'at  the  end  thereof  the  following  sentence: 

“The  amounts  payable  hereunder  shall  be 
adjusted  upward  or  downward  to  the  nearest 
dollar,  counting  50  cents  and  over  as  a  whole 
dollar.’  ” 

Page  5,  after  line  3,  insert: 

“Sec.  8.  This  act  shall  take  effect  on  the 
first  day  of  the  second  calendar  month 
which  begins  after  the  date  of  its  enact¬ 
ment,  and  sections  1  through  3  shall  cease 
to  begin  in  effect  January  1,  1958.” 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con¬ 
curred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


VETERANS’  HOUSING  LOANS 

Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 
the  Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  4602) 


Mr  TEAGUE  of  Texas  Mr  Sneaker  to  encourage  new  residential  construc- 
Mr,  ibALUii  oi  iexas.  mi.  speaker,  tion  for  veterans>  housing  in  rural  areas 


unanimous  consent  that  the  bill 


R.  9117)  to  amend  title  HI  of  the\ and  small  cities  and  towns  by  raising  the 

rvicemen’s  and  Veterans’  Survivor 
enefits  Act  to  provide  for  payment  of 


Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  8240)  to  the  death  gratuity  in  certain  cases  in- 
authorize  certain  construction  at  mili-  volving  deaths  after  June  27,  1950,  and 
tary  installations,  and  for  other  pur-  before  January  1,  1957,  which  was  re' 


poses,  with  Senate  amendments  thereto, 
disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments,  and 
agree  to  the  conference  asked  by  the 
Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  what  was  the  request 
of  the  gentleman? 

Mr.  VINSON.  To  send  the  military 
installations  construction  bill  to  confer¬ 
ence.  I  spoke  to  the  minority  leader  [Mr. 
Martin]  about  that  this  morning. 


ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Veterans’ 
Affairs  be  rereferred  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 


INCREASES  IN  SERVICE-CONNECT¬ 
ED  DISABILITY  COMPENSATION 
AND  DEPENDENCY  ALLOWANCES 

Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  from 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  52)  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  provide  increases  in  service-connected 


\maximum  amount  in  which  direct  loans 
may  be  made  from  $10,000  to  $13,500,  to 
authorize  advance  financing  commit¬ 
ments,  to  extend  the  direct-loan  program 
for  veterans,  and  for  other  purposes, 
with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  and 
concur  in  Senate  amendments  1,  2,  3,  4, 
5,  and  7, ’and  in  Senate  amendment  No. 
6  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  ClerkVead  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  as  follows: 

Page  7,  line  19,  strike  out  “1958”  and 
insert  “1959.”  \ 

Page  7,  line  22,  strike  out  “date.’  ”  and 
insert  “date.”  ’  y 

Page  7,  after  line  22,  Insert: 

“(g)  (1)  The  Administrator  shall  com¬ 

mence  the  processing  of  any  application  for 
a  loan  under  this  section  upon  the  receipt  of 
such  application,  and  shall  continue  such 
processing  notwithstanding  the/act  that  the 
assistance  of  the  Voluntary  Home  Mortgage 
Credit  Committee  has  been  requested  by  the 
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Administrator  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  or  not  such  loan  can  be  placed  with 
a  private  lender. 

“(2)  If  the  assistance  of  such  Committee 
has  been  requested  by  the  Administrator  in 
connection  with  any  such  application,  and 
the  Administrator  is  not  notified  by  such 
Committee  within  (A)  20  days  after  such 
assistance  has  been  requested,  or  (B)  20 
days  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  whichever  Hs  the  later,  that  it  has 
been  successful  in  enabling  the  applicant 
to  place  such  loan  with  a  private  leader,  the 
Administrator  shall  proceed  forthwith  to 
complete  any  part  of  the  processing  of  such 
application  remaining  unfinished,  and  to 
grant  or  deny  the  application  in  accordance 
With  the  provisions  of  this  section.” 

Page  7,  line  25,  strike  out  “f958”  and  in¬ 
sert  “1959.” 

Page  8,  line  7,  strike  out  “1959”  and  in¬ 
sert  “1960.” 

Page  9,  after  line  20,  Insert: 

“Sec.  4.  (a)  Section  500  (a)  of  the  Serv¬ 
icemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944  (38 

U.  S.  C.  694)  is  amended  by  striking  out 
‘11’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  ’12.’ 

“(b)  Subsection  (g)  of  such  section  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(g)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sion  of  this  title,  if  a  loan  report  or  an 
application  for  loan  guaranty  relating  to  a 
loan  under  this  title  has  been  received  by 
the  Administrator  on  or  before  July  25,  1959, 
such  loan  may  be  guaranteed  or  insured  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  this  title  on  or  before 
July  25,  I960.’ 

“(c)  Section  507  of  such  act  (38  U.  S.  C. 
694)  is  amended  by  striking  out  ‘11’  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  ‘12.’  ” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con¬ 
curred  in. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  amendment  No.  6 : 

Page  8,  strike  out  lines  8  to  20,  Inclusive, 
and  insert: 

“(c)  Subsection  (d)  of  such  section  513  is 
amended  by  inserting  immediately  after  the 
first  sentence  a  new  sentence  as  follows: 
‘That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall 
also  advance  to  the  Administrator  from  time 
to  time  until  July  25,  1959,  such  additional 
sums  not  in  excess  of  $50  million  as  the 
Administrator  may  request.’  ” 

Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  move  that  the  House  recede  and  con¬ 
cur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Teague  of  Texas  moves  that  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  6  and  concur 
in  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
Strike  out  subsection  (c)  of  the  Senate 
amendment  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

“(c)  Subsection  (d)  of  such  section  513  is 
amended  (1)  by  striking  out  ‘1957’  and  in¬ 
serting  ‘1959’;  (2)  by  inserting  immediately 
after  ‘so  advanced’  the  following:  ‘under  this 
sentence’;  and  (3)  by  inserting  immediately 
after  the  first  sentence  therein  the  following 
new  sentence:  ‘The  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  shall  also  advance  to  the  Administrator 
from  time  to  time  until  July  25,  1959,  such 
additional  sums  as  the  Administrator  may 
request  (not  in  excess  of  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  amounts  advanced  under  this 
subsection,  after  June  30,  1955,  and  the  max¬ 
imum  amounts  which  could  have  been  ad¬ 
vanced  upon  the  request  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  after  June  30,  1955,  and  before  the 
date  of  the  request) .’  " 


August  13 


Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  the  House  passed  the  bill  H.  R. 
4602  it  provided  $200  million  to  be  used 
as  a  direct-loan  fund.  In  the  other  body 
this  amount  was  cut  to  $50  million.  This 
amendment  merely  restores  the  $200 
million  in  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  •  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


on  the  veterans  bill  conference  report 
previously  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


FOR  THE  RELIEF  OF  EDWARD  J. 
MOSKOT 


TREATY  AND  AGREEMENT  WITH 
THE  REPUBLIC  OF  PANAMA 


Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  6709)  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  treaty  and  agreement  with 
the  Republic  of  Panama,  with  a  Senate 
amendment  thereto,  disagree  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment  and  agree  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
appoints  the  following  conferees:  Mr. 
Bonner,  Mrs.  Sullivan,  and  Messrs. 
Garmatz,  Tollefson,  and  Sheehan. 


Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,^  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker’s 
desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  1682)  for  the  relief  of 
Edward  J.  Moskot,  with  a  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment, 
as  follows:,  / 

Page  1,  line  7,  after  “1954,”  insert  "and 
from  November  1,  1954,  to  November  15, 
1954.” 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  < 
table. 


KEY  DEER 


Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  1058)  to 
preserve  the  key  deer  and  other  wildlife 
resources  in  the  Florida  Keys  by  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  National  Key  Deer 
Refuge  in  the  State  of  Florida,  with  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendments.  ' 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Seriate  amend¬ 
ments,  as  follows : 


TOM  R.  HICKMAN  AND  NANNIE  CON¬ 
LEY  AND  HUSBAND,  JACK  CON¬ 
LEY 


Page  2,  line  1,  strike  out  “there”  tod  insert 
“therein.” 

Page  2,  line  2,  strike  out  all  after  “County,” 
down  to  and  including  “wildlife.”  in  line  7 
and  insert:  "Florida,  as  he  shall  find  to  be 
suitable  for  the  conservation  and  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  said  key  deer  and  other  wildlife: 
Provided,  however.  That  no  land  shall  be  ac¬ 
quired  by  condemnation  on  any  island  that 
is  traversed  at  any  point  by  United  States 
Highway  No.  1.” 


Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  un¬ 
animous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  desk  the  bill  ?H.  R.  1460)  for 
the  relief  of  Tom  R.  Hickman  and  Nan¬ 
nie  Conley  and  husband,  Jack  Conley, 
with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  as  follows: 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentlemari 
explain  what  these  changes  are? 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  will  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  it  is  merely  clarifying  language; 
nothing  new  in  it  whatsoever. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  withdraw  my  reser¬ 
vation  of  objection,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con¬ 
curred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


VETERANS’  HOUSING 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 


Mr. 


Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
all  Members  may  extend  their  remarks 


Page  1,  line  5,  strike  out  "Hickman  and” 
and  insert  “Hickman”;  page  1,  line  6,  after 
“Conley,”  insert  “Tina  M.  Hickman,  Ray 
Conley,  Mike  Conley,  W.  B.  Conley,  Rebecca 
Conley,  Louise  Conley,  Mary  Frances  Hick¬ 
man,  David  B.  Hickman,  Tom  R.  Hickman, 
Jr.,  Ruth  Conley,  Willett  J.  Hickman,  Jr., 
Martha  Hickman,  Ruth  Hickman,  and  Rol- 
land  Hickman”;  page  1,  line  6,  after  “Texas,” 
insert  “as  their  interests  may  appear”; 
amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  “An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Tom  R.  Hickman  and  others.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts\ 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  may  I  inquire  of 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  with 
respect  to  the  bills  he  is  now  presenting 
to  the  House  to  which  there  are  Senate 
amendments,  those  amendments  have  to 
do  either  with  the  elimination  of  the 
attorney’s  fee  provision  or  in  one  in¬ 
stance  sending  the  claim  to  the  court, 
or  other  purely  technical  changes;  is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  LANE.  That  is  right,  ^fay  I  say 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  that 
these  are  technical  amendments^having 
to  do  with  the  usual  legal  provisio\that 
is  put  on  these  bills. 

Mr.  KEATING.  In  no  case  is  there 
any  change  in  the  amount  of  the  awards 
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is  that  correct? 

Mr.  LANE.  That  is  correct. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  received  conference  report  on  poultry  inspection  bill.  House 

agreed  to  conference  report  on  mutual  security  authorization  bill.  Ready  for 
President.  Sen.  Watkins  urged  passage  of  bill  to  transfer  certain  work  under 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Act  to  ETC.  Sen.  Stennis  introduced  and  discussed  bill  to 
preserve  cotton  acreage  history. 

.  ,  V  / 

\  / 

V 


/ 


\ 


HOUSE 


V  \ 


1.  FOREIGN  AID.  By  a  vote  of  226  to  163,  agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  B. 

2130,  the  mutual  security  authorisation  bill.  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to 
the  President,  pp.  13431-5  . 

Received  from  the  President  foreign-aid  appropriation  estimates  for  1958 
of  £>3,386,860,000;  to  Appropriations  Committee  (H®  Doc.  225).  p.  13493 

Reps,  Albert  and  Cannon  announced  that  the  foreign-aid  appropriation  bill 
is  to  be  debated  beginning  today,  Aug,  15 •  pp.  13450,  13472 

2,  POULTRY  INSPECTION.  Received  the  conference  report  on  S.  1747,  the  poultry 

inspection  bill  (H.  Rept,  1170),  pp.  13472-5 


\ 


3.  TEXTILE 
and  cor 
textil 


SNTIFICATI0N,  Passed  with  amendments  H»  R,  469,  to  protect  producers 
;rs  against  misbranding  and  false  advertising  of  the  fiber  content  of 
fiber  products,  pp.  13435-50 


4.  TRANSPORTATION,  Passed,  177-176,  without,  amendment  S.  1383,  to  amend  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  change  the  requirements  for  obtaining  a  freight  forirarder 
/permit®  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President,  pp.  13450,  13462-71 


Received  the  conference  report  on  S.  939,  to  limit  the  applicability  of 
free  or  reduced  transportation  rates  for  Government  traffic,  pp.  13475-6 
\  Passed  without  amendment  Ho  R»  8825,  to  amend  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  so  as  to  revise  the  definition  of  '‘contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,'1 
pp.  13477-8 


5*  EMERGENCY  FACILITIES,  Concurred  in  the  Senate  amendments  to  H,  R,  232,  which 
limits  ODM  tax-amortization  authority  to  certificates  made  on  or  before  Aug 
22,  1957,  and  (l)  facilities  to  produce  new  or  specified  defense  items  and 
(2)  facilities  to  provide  research  development  of  experimental  services  for 
the  defense  program.  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President. 

FEDERAL  AID.  Rep.  Kelley  questioned  turning  over  to  the  States  various  Federal 
aid  programs,  including  the  school  lunch  program,  p.  13480 


6. 


7. 


;hant 


FISH;  RICE.  The  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  Committee  referred  S*  1552,  to 
develop  methods  for  commercial  production  of  fish  on  flooded  rice  acreage, 
back  to  the  subcommittee  for  further  hearings.  (The  subcommittee  had 
previously  reported  the  bill  to  the  full  committee.)  .  p.  D780 


8.  MONOPOLIES;  MEATPACKERS.  Sen.  Watkins  urged  passage  of  S. 
certain  work  under  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Aqjr  to  FTC, 
background  and  need  for  such  legislation,  ygy  13401-06 


1356,  to  transfer 
and  discussed  the 


9. 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION.  Conferees  were  appointed  on  H.R.  8240,  to  authorize 
certain  construction  at  military  installations,  including  the  use  of  foreign 
currencies  acquired  under  Public  Law  480  for  the  construction  of  military 
family  housing  units  in  foreign ^countries  (p.  13388) .  House  conferees  were 
appointed  Aug.  13. 


~7~ 


10. 


FISHERIES.  The  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  reported  with  amend¬ 
ment  S.  2349,  to  facilitate  the/conduct  of  fishing  operations  in  Alaska,  and 
to  promote  the  conservation  of  its  fishery  resources  (S.  Rept.  963).  p.  13344 


11. 


FORESTRY.  Serv  Neuberger  inserted  several  articlesNdiscussing  the  controversy 
over  the  termination  of  Federal  supervision  over  thevKlamath  Indians,  including 
timberlands.  pp.  13352-^3  \ 


S 


12. 


ELECTRIFICATION.  Sen. yMorse  inserted  a  resolution  and  letter  favoring  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Hells  Canyon  dam.  p.  13356 

Several  Senators  discussed  and  inserted  material  on  the  nomination  of 
Jerome  K.  Kuykendall  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  pp. 
13406-12,  13420-24 


13. 


>n  the  develop* 


14. 


15. 


ATOMIC  ENERGY./  Several  Senators  discussed  and  inserted  material 
ment  of  atomic  reactors,  pp.  13356-58,  13388-92,  13400-01 
/  Sen. 

FOREIGN  All).  Sen.  Johnson, /Knowland,  and  others  discussed  the  possible  effects 
of  the  President’s  statement  on  the  possibility  of  a  special  session 
Congress  if  adequate  funds  are  not  included  in  the  mutual  security  appropria 
t ion  bill,  pp.  13412-16 

TRANSPORTATION.  Received  an  Ala.  legislature  resolution  urging  a  reduction 
^xcise  taxes  levied  on  transportation,  p.  13343 


n 
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along  with  the  memorial  addresses 

delivered  today.  _ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pur- 
tell  in  the  chair).  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 


EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Stennis  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the 
Senate  messages  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  submitting  several 
nominations,  and  withdrawing  the  nomi¬ 
nation  of  William  M.  Toland,  to  be  post¬ 
master  at  Browning,  Ill.,  which  nominat¬ 
ing  messages  were  referred  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Maurer,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  2130) 
to  amend  further  the  Mutual  Security 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  for  other, 
purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following  bills 
of  the  House: 

H.  R.  5168.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William 
Henry  Diment,  Mrs.  Mary  Ellen  Diment,  and 
Mrs.  Gladys  Everingham;  and 

H.  R.  5707.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  A.  C. 
Israel  Commodity  Co.,  Inc. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
232)  to  amend  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  with  respect  to  the  read¬ 
justment  of  tax  in  the  case  of  certain 
amounts  received  for  breach  of  contract. 


ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  were 
signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

S.  2130.  An  act  to  amend  further  the  Mu¬ 
tual  Security  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  1562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maj. 
John  P.  Ruppert;  and 

H.  R.  8090.  An  act  making  appropriations 
for  civil  functions  administered  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army  and  certain  agencies  of 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other 
purposes. 


NOMINATION  OF  JEROME  K.  KUY¬ 
KENDALL  TO  BE  A  MEMBER  OF 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
memorial  services  have  been  concluded. 
May  I  propound  a  parliamentary  in¬ 
quiry? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  may  state  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Under  the  parlia¬ 
mentary  situation,  is  the  Senate  now  in 
executive  session? 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes ;  the 
Senator  is  correct.  The  Senate  will  now, 
under  the  agreement  heretofore  made, 
resume  the  consideration  of  executive 
business,  and  the  question  before  the 
Senate  is,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and 
consent  to  the  nomination  of  Jerome  K. 
Kuykendall,  of  Washington,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Scott  in  the  chair) .  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 


THE  LIFE  STORY  OF  LON  CHANEY 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  as 
in  legislative  session,  at  the  request  of 
the  senior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Allott],  I  ask  that  there  be  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  a  statement 
which 'the  Senator  from  Colorado  pre¬ 
pared  relative  to  the  motion  picture 
“Man  of  a  Thousand  Faces,”  which  por¬ 
trays  the  life  story  of  Lon  Chaney. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Allott 

Tomorrow  night  the  motion  picture  in¬ 
dustry  and  Universal-International  Pictures 
will  premier,  here  in  Washington,  a  motion 
picture  called  Man  of  a  Thousand  Faces. 
It  is  the  life  story  of  Lon  Chaney. 

Although  I  have  not  seen  the  picture  as 
yet,  if  it  follows  the  life  of  *Lon  Chaney 
closely,  it  should  be  a  great  picture.  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  is  particularly  fortunate  that  Uni¬ 
versal  chose  Jim  Cagney  to  play  the  role. 
He  should  do  it  justice. 

Colorado  has  a  particular  interest  in  this 
picture,  because  it  has  a  particular  interest 
in  Lon  Chaney.  He  was  born  in  Colorado 
Springs,  Colo.,  on  April  Fool’s  Day,  1883.  His 
early  schooling  was  in  the  public  schools  of 
that  city,  but  he  had  to  give  up  school  at  an 
early  age  to  begin  making  his  own  way  by 
conducting  tourists  along  the  trails  of  our 
famous  and  beloved  Pike’s  Peak. 

Lon  Chaney’s  first  contact  with  the  theater 
came  in  Colorado.  Again,  it  was  Colorado 
Springs,  in  its  opera  house,  where  he  got  a 
job  as  a  property  boy.  He  made  his  first 
stage  appearance  in  that  city  at  the  age  of 
17,  when  he  and  his  brother,  then  a  theater 
manager,  wrote  and  presented  a  play  entitled 
“The  Little  Tycoon.”  Lon  and  his  brother  fol¬ 
low  this  with  a  cycle  of  Gilbert  and  Sullivan 
in  their  home  city,  but  had  to  give  it  up 
when  they  ran  out  of  funds  while  taking  this 
first  venture  on  a  road  tour.  By  this  time 
Lon  was  quite  an  accomplished  comedian  and 
dancer  and  moved  on  to  Chicago  to  con¬ 
tinue  what  turned  out  to  be  a  pathway  to 
fame,  but  one  studded  with  tragedy  and 
pathos. 

Chaney  was  the  second  of  four  children 
bom  to  deaf  and  dumb  parents.  His  father, 
an  immigrant  from  Ireland,  owned  a  barber 
shop  in  Colorado  Springs.  When  Lon  was 
nine  and  in  the  fourth  grade  in  school,  his 
mother  became  permanently  helpless  from 
inflammatory  rheumatism.  For  more  than 
3  years  Lon  spent  most  of  his  time  nursing 
her.  He  had  to  exchange  thoughts  with  his 


parents  by  means  of  his  hands  In  sign  lan¬ 
guage.  This  use  of  his  hands  and  facial  ex¬ 
pression  is  considered  to  have  been  the 
groundwork  of  Chaney’s  ability  as  an  actor 
and  for  his  unusually  expressive  gestures. 
Today  his  accomplishments  are  legendary. 
His  pictures,  too  numerous  to  mention,  are 
milestones  of  personal  achievement  and 
many  of  them  mark  the  epochs  of  techno¬ 
logical  progress  of  one  of  America’s  great 
native  industries. 

It  is  said  that  he  was  exceedingly  fond  of 
a  quip  that  sprang  up  about  him  during  the 
time  that  he  was  making  one  successful 
picture  after  another.  It  was  a  sign  that 
someone  supposedly  posted  on  the  studio 
wall  which  read :  “Don’t  step  on  it,  it  may  be 
Lon  Chaney.” 

In  a  few  days  it  will  be  exactly  27  years 
since  Lon  Chaney  died.  I  hope  this  bio¬ 
graphical  picture,  which  is  being  released  as 
a  part  of  the  motion  picture  industry’s  50th 
year  of  production  in  Hollywood,  will  do  two 
things  in  particular:  (1)  Serve  as  a  tribute 
to  a  man  who  persistently  developed  his  skills 
in  the  true  American  way,  who  rose  from  the 
humble  home  of  an  immigrant  barber  in 
Colorado  to  world  fame  and  great  fortune, 
but  was  ever  mindful  of  the  opportunities 
that  are  available  to  industrious  young  people 
in  this  country;  (2)  serve  to  remind  many  of 
the  producers  of  motion  pictures  today  that 
his  pictures  were  successes  because  they  had 
good  stories  that  depended  on  acting  skill 
rather  than  expensive  exploitation  and  cheap 
suggestive  appeals  such  as  we  have  witnessed 
in  and  around  Washington  and  the  Capitol 
of  late. 

I  particularly  wish  to  point  out  this  con¬ 
trast  to  the  motion  picture  industry  and  take 
this  opportunity  to  echo  the  sentiments  of 
my  distinguished  colleague,  the  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bush]  and  others 
as  well,  regarding  the  use  of  the  Senate  gal¬ 
leries  for  these  promotion  stunts. 

I  have  attached  to  my  statement  the  text 
of  a  testimonial  resolution  from  Mr.  Eric 
Johnston,  president  of  the  Motion  Picture 
Association  of  America,  commending  the 
“Man  of  a  Thousand  Faces”  as  a  due  honor 
to  our  famous  Coloradan,  Lon  Chaney,  so 
that  it  may  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  immediately  following  my  remarks. 

A  Testimonial 

Whereas  Universal-International  has  des¬ 
ignated  Man  of  a  Thousand  Faces,  starring 
James  Cagney,  Dorothy  Malone,  and  Jane 
Greer,  as  its  golden  jubilee  film,  commem¬ 
orating  50  years  of  motion  picture  produc¬ 
tion  in  Hollywood;  and 

Whereas  the  film  portrays  the  life  story  of 
Lon  Chaney,  one  of  the  immortals  of  the 
motion-picture  industry: 

The  Motion  Picture  Association  of  Amer¬ 
ica  hereby  commends  Universal-Interna¬ 
tional  on  the  production’s  subject  matter 
and  on  the  naming  of  this  outstanding  film 
as  its  golden  jubilee  selection. 

Eric  Johnston, 

President,  Motion  Picture  Association 
of  Americk. 


CIVIL  RIGHTS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  the  value  of  the  Senate  rules  on 
debate  was  fully  illustrated  during  the 
course  of  the  discussion  on  the  civil- 
rights  bill.  The  measure  was  subjected 
to  searching  scrutiny.  It  was  examined 
from  every  viewpoint.  And  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  many  facts  emerged  which 
changed  minds  and  altered  opinions. 

Unfortunately,  one  aspect  did  not 
emerge  until  it  was  too  late  for  action. 
It  was  the  fact  that  the  bill  might,  under 
some  interpretations,  carry  a  strong 
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threat  to  the  traditional  freedom  of  the 
press. 

The  parliamentary  situation  is  such 
that  nothing  can  be  done  as  far  as  the 
present  bill  is  concerned.  Both  Houses 
have  acted,  and  the  technical  language 
is  not  in  dispute. 

However,  the  situation  can  be  handled 
easily  by  a  concurrent  resolution.  I 
have  asked  that  one  be  prepared,  and 
have  forwarded  it  to  interested  parties 
in  the  House  and  have  presented  it  to 
interested  Members  of  the  Senate. 

I  intend  to  sponsor  such  a  resolution 
in  the  Senate,  when  the  differences  in 
the  civil-rights  bill  are  finally  resolved. 

The  intention  of  Congress,  of  course, 
was  simply  to  protect  the  integrity  of  ex¬ 
ecutive  hearings  from  Commission  em¬ 
ployees  who  might  act  through  malice. 
There  was  no  intention  to  interfere  with 
legitimate  news  gathering. 

It  would  be  a  travesty  to  cast  a  cloud 
upon  a  basic  right — freedom  of  the 
press — in  a  bill  intended  to  promote 
rights.  Therefore,  I  want  my  colleagues 
to  know  that  there  will  be  immediate — 
and  I  believe  successful — action  to  rem¬ 
edy  the  situation,  once  the  differences 
between  the  two  Houses  are  resolved. 

The  concurrent  resolution  to  which  I 
refer  reads  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of 
Representatives  concurring) ,  that  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  the  en¬ 
rollment  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6127),  entitled 
“To  provide  means  of  further  securing  and 
protecting  the  civil  rights  of  persons  within 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,”  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  the  fol¬ 
lowing  correction: 

In  section  102,  strike  out  paragraph  (g)  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“(g)  No  evidence  or  testimony  taken  in 
executive  session  may  be  released  or  used 
in  public  sessions  without  the  consent  of  the 
Commission.  Whoever  releases  in  public 
without  the  consent  of  the  Commission  evi¬ 
dence  or  testimony  taken  in  executive  ses¬ 
sion  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000,  or 
imprisoned  for  not  more  than  1  year.” 


CERTAIN  CONSTRUCTION  AT  MILI¬ 
TARY  INSTALLATIONS 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  as  in 
legislative  session,  I  ask  that  the  Chair 
lay  before  the  Senate  a  message  from 
the  House  of  Representatives  pertaining 
to  H.  R.  8240,  the  military  construction 
bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Scott  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  a  message  from  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  announcing  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  8240)  to  authorize  certain 
construction  at  military  installations, 
and  for  other  purposes,  and  requesting  a 
conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  insist  upon  its  amendment,  agree  to 
the  request  of  the  House  for  a  conference 
and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Russell, 
Mr.  Stennis,  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  Salton- 
stall,  and  Mr.  Case  of  South  Dakota 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


August  lit 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  A  STADIUM  IN 
THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  BIBLE.  Mr.  President,  as  in  leg¬ 
islative  session,  I  ask  that  the  Chair 
lay  before  the  Senate  a  mesage  from 
the  House  of  Representatives  pertaining 
to  H.  R.  1937,  to  authorize  the  construc¬ 
tion,  maintenance,  and  operation  by  the 
Armory  Board  of  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  of  a  stadium  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  1937)  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  consruction,  maintenance, 
and  operation  by  the  Armory  Board  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  of  a  stadium  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  requesting  a  conference 
with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  BIBLE.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
insist  upon  its  amendment,  agree  to  the 
request  of  the  House  for  a  conference, 
and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Bible, 
Mr.  Frear,  and  Mr.  Beall  conferees  on 
the  part  "of  the  Senate. 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  AUTHORIZATION 
BILL 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  because 
the  Senate  members  of  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Atomic  Energy  have  not  signed 
separate  views  to  accompany  the  report 
of  the  committee  on  S.  2674,  the  atomic 
energy  authorization  bill,  and  four  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  have  signed  a  separate 
statement  of  views,  on  H.  R.  8996,  the 
House  version,  I  ask  unanimous  consent, 
as  in  legislative  session,  that  the  separate 
statement  of  the  views  of  the  four  House 
Members  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record,  so  that  the  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  will  have  the  benefit  of  these  views 
when  they  consider  the  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  separate 
statement  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Separate  Statement 

SECTIONS  OPPOSED 

We  are  opposed  to  the  following  sections 
of  the  authorization  bill:  101  (b)  (8): 

Project  58  (b)  (8);  101  (e)  (14):  Project 
58  (e)  (14);  101  (e)  (15):  Project  58  (e) 
(15);  110  (a),  (b),  and  (c);  ill  (a)  (1), 
(2) ,  and  (3) . 

Although  wholly  in  accord  with  providing 
authorization  for  appropriation  of  the  funds 
necessary  to  maintain  an  energetic  atomic 
energy  program  both  for  military  and  peace¬ 
ful  purposes,  we  feel  compelled  to  state  sep¬ 
arate  views  as  to  certain  changes  made  by 
the  majority  to  the  authorization  bill  while 
it  was  before  the  Joint  Committee. 

In  general,  we  feel  that  the  modifications 
will  result  in  expensive  and  unnecessary 
Government  reactor  construction,  involving 
the  expenditure  of  $58  million,  neither  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
nor  approved  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
They  are  designed  to  promote  the  growth 
of  public  power  and  to  hinder  development 
of  atomic  power  by  our  traditional  resources 
of  private  industry. 

There  are  other  ways  of  fostering  the 
atomic  industry  without  having  the  Gov¬ 


ernment  enter  into  all  of  the  expensive 
construction  and  operations  envisaged  by 
this  bill.  There  are  other  ways  which  ap¬ 
pear  to  foster  more  reactor  technology  for 
the  taxpayer’s  dollar.  The  alternates  should 
have  been  thoroughly  studied  at  a  time 
when  Congress  is  most  interested  in  econ¬ 
omy.  They  were  not.  The  result  is  that 
under  this  bill  the  encouragement  which 
was  given  to  private  Industry  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954  to  begin  entering  the 
atomic  energy  field  in  cooperation  with  the 
Government  is  now  almost  completely  wiped 
out. 

HISTORY 

On  March  1,  1957,  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  wrote  to  the  Congress  request¬ 
ing  authorizations  for  its  construction  pro¬ 
gram  in  accordance  with  section  261  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954.  On  March  12, 
Mr.  Durham  introduced  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5889 )  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Hearings  on  the  bill  which  disposed  of  all 
of  the  matters  in  the  authorizing  legisla¬ 
tion  except  for  the  reactor  program  were 
held  by  the  Subcommittee  on  Legislation  on 
April  10  and  16.  On  April  16,  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  House  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee,  Mr.  Cannon,  made  a  speech  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  condemning  the  methods  used 
in  authorizing  and  appropriating  moneys 
for  the  reactor  program  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission.  The  Subcommittee  on 
Legislation  then  held  special  hearings  on 
May  23  and  June  10  after  which  a  new  bill 
amending  section  261  was  introduced  (S. 
2243  and  H.  R.  7992).  Although  there  was 
disagreement  with  every  point  of  law  raised 
by  Mr.  Cannon,  those  who  did  disagree  went 
along  with  the  amendment  to  section  261 
even  though  it  required  congressional  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Commission’s  participation  in 
cooperative  programs  in  the  new  atomic 
energy  industry. 

Mr.  Cannon’s  main  objective,  however,  was 
not  limited  to  mere  technicalities  of  authori¬ 
zation  or  appropriation  law.  His  main  posi¬ 
tion  was  in  opposition  to  privately  owned 
reactor  facilities  and  in  favor  of  publicly 
owned  reactors.  Mr.  Cannon’s  closing  re¬ 
marks  were : 

“It  is  my  firm  conviction  that  the  Federal 
Government  should  immediately  initiate 
construction  at  existing  atomic-energy  sites 
of  full-scale  atomic  electric  powerplants.” 

The  modifications  now  made  by  the  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  committee  to  the  authorization  i 
bill  start  the  Commission  down  this  path.  \ 


Let  us  look  at  the  provisions: 

\  “Sec.  101  (b).—  »  *  * 

V8.  Project  58-b-8,  production  reactor  for 
special  nuclear  materials;  development,  de¬ 
sign,  and  engineering  only,  $3  million.  The 
Commission  shall  proceed  with  sufficient  de¬ 
sign  woTk,  together  with  appropriate  engi¬ 
neering  ahd  development  work,  necessary  for 
the  Commission  to  begin  construction  as 
soon  as  practicable  after  authorization  by 
the  Congress,  of  a  large-scale  single-  or  dual- 
purpose  reactor  for  the  production  of  special 
nuclear  materials.  The  Commission  shall 
submit  to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy  a  report  on  its  design  for  this  project, 
including  cost  estimates  and  schedule  of 
construction,  not  later  than  April  1,  1958. 

“Sec.  101  (e). —  *  *  * 

“14.  Project  58-e-14,  natural  uranium, 
graphite-moderated,  gas-cooled,  power  reac¬ 
tor  prototype  designed  for  the  production  of 
approximately  40,000  electrical  kilowatts, 
$40  million. 

“15.  Project  68-e-15,  plutonium  recycle 
experimental  reactor  designed  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  15,000  electrical  kilowatt  equiva¬ 
lent,  $15  million. 

“Sec.  110.  Prototype  power  reactor  facili¬ 
ties:  (a)  The  Commission  shall  proceed  with 
the  design  engineering,  and  construction  - 
under  contract,  as  soon  as  practicable,  of  the  \ 
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’’The  House  amendment  struck  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  of  the 
Senate  bill  and  substituted  the  language  of  H.R.  8456  as  passed  by  the  House 
on  August  2,  1957.  The  bill  reported  herewith  is  a  substitute  for  the  House 
amendment  which  has  been  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees.  It  differs  in  only 
two  substantial  respects  from  the  House  amendment." 

PRODUCTION  OF  WHEAT  ON  EXCESS  ACREAGE 

"The  House  amendment  provided  that  no  wheat  produced  from  any  acreage  in 
excess  of  acreage  allotments  should  be  considered  in  determining^the  supply 
of  wheat  for  purposes  of  future  acreage  allotments  and  marketing  quotas  or 
in  determining  the  level  of  price  support.  The  committee  amendment  provides 
that  wheat  grown  on  acreage  in  excess  of  acreage  allotments  (including  that 
produced  in  noncommercial  wheat  States  where  there  are  no  farm  allotments) 
will  be  counted  for  such  purposes  except  for  the  estimated  quantity  of  wheat 
which  is  produced  on  farms  taking  advantage  of  the  feed  exemption  provided 
by  this  bill." 


12. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


COUNTING  OF  . EXCESS  ACREAGE  FOR  HISTORY  PURPOSES 

"The  House  amendment  provided  that  no  acreage  planted  in  excess  of 
acreage  allotments  would  be  counted  for  history  purposes  in  establishing 
future  State,  county,  and  farm  acreage  allotments.  Because  of  the  House 
action  striking  section  3  out  of  the  bill,  a  change  was  necessary  in  this 
provision  in  order  to  leave  the  noncommercial  wheat  States  in  the  same 
position  they  now  occupy.  The  committee  amendment  leaves  the  law  with  respect 
to  the  noncommercial  wheat  area  unchanged  and  provides  that  acreage  planted 
to  wheat  in  that  area  will  continue  to  ^be  counted  as  history  for  future 
acreage  acreage  allotment  purposes. 

"Both  these  amendments  were  recommended  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
in  its  reports  to  the  chairmen  of  the  House  and  Senate  conferees  on  the  bill." 

POULTRY  INSPECTION.  Agreed  to,  and  sent  to  the' Senate,  the  conference  report 
on  S.  1747,  to  provide  for  the  compulsory  inspection  by  tbis  Department  of 

poultry  and  poultry  products,  pp.  13738-39 

y  \ 

'  /  •  ^ '  ■  \  *  \ 

FORESTRY.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.R.  7900,  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  4o  sell  certain  Title  III  Bankhead- Jones  lands  In 

Mich,  to  private  individuals  (H.  Rept.  1187).  p.  13757\ 

/  \ 

/  V 

INFORMATION.  The  Judiciary  Committee  ordered  reported  H.J.Res.  313,  designating 
the  week  of  Nov.  22-28,  1957,  as  National  Farm-City  Week,  p.  D792 

Rep.  Hoffman  criticized  the  withholding  of  Government  information  from 
Congress  and  the  public,  pp.  13746-50 

w  •  x 

/  X 

FEDERAL-STATE  RELATIONSHIPS.  A  subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  ordered 
reported  to  the  full  committee  without  recommendation  H.R.  3,  to  establish 
rules  of  interpretation  governing  questions  of  the  effect  of  acts  of  Congress 
on  State  laws.  p.  D792 

r  7 

PERSONNEL.  The  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  ordered  reported  with 
amendment  H.R.  607,  to  increase  the  annuities  payable  to  retired  employees  \ 
from  the  civil  service  retirement  fund.  p.  D793 


/ 


-  4  - 


17. 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION.  The  conferees  agreed  to  file  a  conference  report  on 
H.R.  8240,  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations, 
including  the  use  of  foreign  currencies  acquired  under  Public  Law  480  for  the 
construction  of  military  family  housing  units  in  foreign  countries,  p.  D793 


18. 


UNEMPLOYMENT  COMPENSATION.  Passed  without  amendment  H.R.  8888,  to  extend  the 
unemployment  compensation  program  to  employees  of  non-vholly  owned  Federal 
instrumentalities  of  the  U.S.  pp.  13737-33 


20. 


21. 


23. 


3  sion 


19.  WATER  UTILIZATION.  Both  Houses  received  from  the  Bear  River  Compact  Commissi 
a  report  relative  to  negotiations  between  Ida. ,  Utah,  and  Wyo.  with  respect  to 
the  waters  of  the  Bear  River  and  its  tributaries,  pp.  13645,  13757 


INSECT  CONTROL.  The  Judiciary  Committee  reported  with  amendment  on  Aug.  14, 

S.  1805 X to  provide  relief  for  persons  and  firms  for  the  direct  expenses 
incurred  by  them  for  fumigation  of  premises  in  the  control  and  eradication  of 
the  khapra  beetle  (H.  Rept.  1140).  p.  13494 

\ 

LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Rep.  Albert  announced  the  following  legislative  program: 
Mon.,  Aug.  19,  the  Consent  Calendar,  to  be  followed  by  consideration  of  these 
bills  under  suspension  of  the  rules:  H.R.  9020,  transfer  of  Packers  and 


T. 


Stockyards  work  to  FTC,  H.R.  376,  to  prohibit  trading  ip  onion  futures,  H.R. 
5497,  recreationsl  and  fish  and  wildlife  development  under  the  Watershed 
Protection  and  Flood  Prevention  Act,  S.  939,  the  conference  report  relative 
to  Government  transportat ion  services  at  free  or  reduced  rates,  H.R.  5384, 
relative  to  preserving  competitive  through  transportation  rates  for  rail 
carriers;  Tues. ,  the  AEC  appropriation  bill;  Wed.,  a  resolution  for  considera¬ 
tion  of  H.R.  6127,  the  civil  rights  bill,  if  reported  by  the  Rules  Committee 
by  that  time.  pp.  13740,  13744 


/ 


22.  ADJOURNED  until  Mon. ,  Aug.  19.  p.  13757  / 

4  X/ 

ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 


\ 


24. 


PERSONNEL.  Sen.  Mansfield  inserted,W.  P.  McCahill's,  Secretary,  President's 
Committee  on  Employment  of  the  Physically  Handicapped,  recent  address, 
"Employment  in  Professions  and  Industries."  pp.  A6735-6 

/  \ 

INDUSTRIAL  USES.  Rep.  Avery  inserted  a  statement  describing  the  organization 
of  the  Commission  on  Increased  Industrial  Use  of  Agricultural  Products,  and 
pointing  out  certain  recommendations  concerned  with^the  financing  and  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  program,  pp.  A6737-40 


25. 


Jhs: 


\ 


DROUGHT  RELIEF.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Sen.  Yarborough  inserting  an  article, 
"Drought  Again  Rears  Ugly  Head  in  Southwest  Areas,"  and  stating  that  "these 
signs  underscore  the  urgency  for  helping  the  stricken  farmers  in  the  stricken 
areas."  p.  A6741 

Rep.  May/inserted  an  editorial,  "The  Drought,  The  Surplus,  and  Foreign 
Assistance.'*  p.  A6753  \ 

- :/  \ 


2o.  HOG  PRICES. 


Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Jensen  stating  that  "farmers  hold  the 


key  to  future  hog  prices,"  and  inserting  a  table  showing  pig  crop  and  average 
farm  price  at  point  of  first  sale  from  1940  to  1957.  p.  A6742  \ 

/Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Laird  stating  that  "agricultural  research 
has  shown  hog  producers  how  to  meet  consumer  demand  for  lean  pork  and  to  cut. 


tite  fat  surplus  at  the  same  time."  pp.  A6769-70 
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.SENATE, 


L  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1958.  Passed  with  amendments  H.R.  9131,  the 
supplemental  appropriation  bill  for  1958.  The  cotnmittee  amendments  were 
adopted  en  bloc  (pp.  13795-7).  Agreed  to  an  amendment  by  Sen.  Williams  (on 
behalf  of  himself  and  Sen.  Humphrey)  to  provide  $3.5  million  for  poultry 
inspection  to  be  effective  upon  enactment  of  S.  1747,  the  poultry  inspection 
bill  (p.  13832).  Agreed  to  an  amendment  by  Sen.  Sparkman  to  provide  $300,000 
for  farm  housing  research  to  be  conducted  by  the  land-grant  colleges  through 
grants  from  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency  (p.  13832).'  Agreed  to  an 
amendment  by  Sen^  Hayden  to  ratify  obligations  from  this  bill'- for  the  period 
from  July  1,  1957  until  enactment  (p.  13797).  Senate  conferees  were  appointed, 
pp.  13794-7 ,/ 13808-29,  13832,  13833-7 
■ 

2.  POULTRY  INSPECTION.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  S.  1747,  the  poultry 

inspection  bill.  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President,  pp.  13829-31 

\ 

3.  COMMITTEES ;  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS;  FEED  GRAINS.  The  Agriculture  and  Forestry 

Committee  reported  the  following  bills:  \ 

Without  amendment,  H.R.  8508,  providing  for  the  election  of  two  county 

/committees  in  certain  counties  (S.  Rept.  1040); 


2 


6. 


8. 


9. 


With  amendments,  H.R.  8030,  to  eliminate  the  requirement  that  notice  of  J 
intention  not  to  plant  the  full  acreage  alloted  must  be  filed  with  the  county/ 
committee  in  order  for  a  farmer  to  receive  credit  for  future  acreage  allotment 
purposes 


jses  (S.  Rept.  1039);  and  / 

With  amendment,  H.R.  2486,  to  authorize  CCC  to  grant  relief  with  respect 


to  claims  arising  out  of  deliveries  of  eligible  surplus  feed  grains  on.in- 


Ull  J 

eligible  dates  in  connection  with  purchase  orders  under  the  emergency  /feed 
program  (S.  Rdpt.  1041).  p.  13760 


4. 


5. 


DISASTER  RELIEF;  COTTON.  The  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  Ordered  reported 
without  amendment  the  following  bills:  / 

S.  304,  to  provide  for  a  specific  contribution  by  State  governments  to  the 
cost  of  feed  or  seed  furnished  to  farmers  in  disa&ter  areas;  and 

S.  314,  to  assist  the  U.  S.  cotton  textile  industry,  in  regaining  its 
equitable  share  of  the  world  market,  p.  D796 

' 

ACCOUNTING.  Concurred  in  the  House  amendment  to  S.  1799,  to  change  various 
legal  provisions  so  as  to  facilitate  the  payment  of  Government  checks.  This 
bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  Prd'sident.  pp.  13794-5 


l  on 


ORGANIZATION.  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  on  S.  1791,  to  extend  the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1949  to  apply  to  reorganization  plans  submitted  before 
June  1,  1959.  House  conferees  have  not  been  appointed,  p.  13795 


7. 


A 


FARM  PROGRAM.  Sen.  Humphrey  inserted  a/letter  from  Leon  Keyserling  stating 
he  had  not  advocated  a  reduction  in  the  number  of  family-type  farms  and 
inserting  a  statement  by  the  Conference  on  Economic  Progress,  "Statement  in 
Answer  to  Misrepresentations  About'  Full  Prosperity  For  Agriculture."  pp. 
13801-3 

/  \ 

REA  LOANS.  Sens.  Carroll,  Humphrey,  Allott,  Kefauver^  Langer,  and  Chavez, 
discussed  charges  that  REA  loan  authority  has  been  transferred  to  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary,  and  the  request  of  the  Government  Operations  Committee  that 
Secretary  Benson  testify  in  response  to  such  charges.  Sen.  Carroll  inserted 
a  news  article,  "Hamil’s  Authority  Over  REA  Now  Subjected  to  Review."  pp. 
13803-7 


* 


Q 


INTEREST  RATES.  Sen.  Humphrey  criticized  the  administration's  policy  on 
interest  rates  and  inserted  a  letter  from  the  Minn.  School  Board  Ass' n  urging 
a  study  of  the  high  interest  rates  on  school  construction  bonds  and  an  articl 
"Ike  Probe  Asked  of  School  Bond  Charges."  pp.  13798-9 

Sens.  Humphrey  and  Kerr  discussed  the  administration's  role  in  raising 
interest'  rates  on  loans,  and  criticized  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
"flexing"  interest  rates  up,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  "flexiihg 
prices  of  agricultural  products  down."  pp.  13799-801 


VTE1 


WATER  RESOURCES.  Concurred  in  the  House  amendments  to  S.  1556,  granting  conse 
to  the  Little  Missouri  River  compact.  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the 
President,  p.  13803 


11. 


HOUSING.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.R.  8240,  the  military  housing 
construction  authorization  bill,  including  a  provision  for  the  use  of  foreign 
currencies  acquired  under  Public  Law  480,  for  the  construction  of  military 
family  housing  units  in  foreign  countries  (pp.  13832-3).  The  House  received 
the  conference  report!  but  did  not  act  upon  it  (H. -Rept.  1193)  (pp.  11873-82). 
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August  19,  1957. — -Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Vinson,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the 

following  < 

CONFERENCE  REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  8240] 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8240)  to 
authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations,  and  for  other 
purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to 
recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  insert  the  following: 

TITLE  I 

Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or  develop  military 
installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  constructing,  converting,  reha¬ 
bilitating,  or  installing  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including 
site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equipment,  for  the  following 
projects: 

Inside  the  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 

( Ordnance  Corps ) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $2,288,000. 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Alabama:  Utilities,  $2,015,000. 

Jet  propulsion  laboratory,  California:  Utilities,  $180,000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities , 
$758,000.  .  m  \  ' 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebraska:  Maintenance  facility,  $249,000. 

.... 
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White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexico:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research  and  development  facilities, 
storage  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $ 16,530,000 . 

(■ Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Operational  facility,  land  acquisition, 
and  utilities,  $595,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania:  Operational  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $464,000. 

Fort  Lee,  Virginia:  Operational  facility,  storage  facilities,  hospital 
facility,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $5,417,000. 

Seattle  Quartermaster  Market  Center,  Washington:  Land  acquisition, 

$40,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities , 

$110,000. 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas:  Operational  facility,  and  land 
acquisition,  $95,000. 

(' Chemical  Corps) 

Fort  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $627 ,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah:  Troop  housing,  $54,000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Troop  housing,  $1,936,000. 

(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Cold  regions  laboratory,  Hanover,  New  Hampshire:  Research  and 
development  facility,  $2,496,000. 

Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  training  facility,  and 
maintenance  facility,  $1 ,654,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Utilities,  $765,000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Operational  facilities,  $1 ,169,000. 

Charleston  TC  Depot,  South  Carolina:  Operational  facilities,  $306,000. 

Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities,  $562,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center,  Colorado:  Troop  housing,  $937,000. 

Walter  Reed  Medical  Center,  Washington,  D.  C.:  Utilities,  $1 ,920,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 

(First  Army  Area) 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities, 
$6,719,000. 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  ACT  OF  1957 


3 


(Second  Army  Area ) 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation,  Virginia:  Troop  housing,  $158,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
storage  facilities  and  utilities,  $4,805,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Community  facilities ,  $ 589,000 . 

Fort  Ritchie,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $880,000. 

(Third  Army  Area) 

Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  $1,583,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Operational  and  maintenance  facilities, 
$1,051,000. 

_  Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facili- 
ities,  ground  improvements,  and.  utilities,  $5,117,000. 

Fort  Rucker,  Alabama:  Operational  facilities,  and  troop  housinq, 
$7,549,000. 

Fort  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing,  $3,691 ,000. 

(Fourth  Army  Area ) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  medical  facility,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities ,  and  utilities,  $7,704,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facility,  maintenance  facilities ,  community  facility,  and  utilities, 
$8,368,000. 

Fort  Polk,  Louisiana:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $7 ,734,000. 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas:  Acquisition  of  land  and  improvements, 
$675,000. 

(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Utilities,  $1 ,049 ,000 . 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Utilities,  $336,000. 

Fort  Riley,  Kansas:  Operational  facility,  maintenance  facility,  and 
troop  housing,  $8,585,000. 

Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Missouri:  Troop  housing,  $4,663,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  community  facility,  and  utilities,  $1,487,000. 

Ford  Ord,  California:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $3,307,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  West  Point,  New  York:  Utilities, 

$1,666,000. 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facility ,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities,  $1,056,000. 
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( Tactical  Installations  Support  Facilities ) 

Various  locations:  Operational  facility ,  maintenance  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  storage  facilities,  community  facilities,  troop  housing, 
family  housing,  and  utilities,  $8,466,000. 

( Outside  Continental  United  States ) 


(. Alaskan  Area) 

Alaska  general ,  Eielson  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Greely,  Ladd  Air  Force 
Base,  Fort  Richardson,  and  tactical  installations:  Operational  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  family  housing,  and 
utilities,  $4,146,000. 

(. Pacific  Command  Area ) 

Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Hawaii:  Medical  facilities,  $154,000. 
{Caribbean  Command  Area ) 

Fort  Buchanan,  Puerto  Rico:  Utilities,  $137,000. 

Fort  Gulick,  Canal  Zone:  Community  facility ,  $289,000. 


{United  States  Army,  Europe) 


}  arious  locations:  Maintenance  facilities,  and 
$20,754,000. 

{Army  Forces  Far  East) 


storage  facilities, 


,  Various  installations:  Operational  facilities,  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facil¬ 
ities,  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  and  utilities,  $9,000,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or  develop  classified 
military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  constructing,  convert¬ 
ing,  rehabilitating ,  or  installing  permanent  or  temporary  public  works, 
including  land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and 
equipment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $148,002,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to  purchase  out  of 
appropriations  available  for  military  construction  family  housing  includ¬ 
ing  necessary  land  at,  or  near,  military  tactical  installations  for  assign¬ 
ment  as  public  quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents.  Not 
more  than  300  units  of  such  housing  may  be  purchased  unedr  this  sec¬ 
tion.  Space  limitations  per  unit  will  be  in  accordance  with  subsections 
{a),  {b),  and  (c)  of  section  4774  of  title  10,  United  Slates  Code,  and  cost 
limitations  as  now  or  hereafter  established  for  military  housing  con¬ 
structed  with  appropriated  funds. 

Sec.  104.  {a)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress,  is  amended, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States’’  in  section  101,  as 
follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  {Ordnance 
Corps)”  with  respect  to  Red  River  Arsenal,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1 ,808,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,212,000” . 

{b)  Public  Law  209,  'Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  oiit  in  clause  (l)  of  section  502  the  amounts  “$44,003,000” 
and  “$133,671 ,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  .“$44,407 ,000”  and 
“$134,075 ,000” ,  respectively. 
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Sec.  105.  ( a )  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “ Continental  United  States”  in 
section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  { Signal 
Corps)”  with  respect  to  Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station, 
vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland,  strike  out  “$ 2,360,000 ”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,137 ,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “ field  forces  facilities  {. Military  Acad¬ 
emy)”  with  respect  to  United  States  Military  Academy,  New  York,  strike 
out  “$ 9,950,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “  $11 ,983,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  { 1 )  of  section  502  the  amounts  “$ 129,096,000 ” 
and  “$ 236,060,000 ”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$131,906,000”  and 
“$238,870,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  106.  (a)  Public  Law 161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “ Continental  United  States”  in 
section  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  ( Ordnance 
Crops)” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland,  strike 
out  “$ 1,736,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,039,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New  York,  strike  out 
“$129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$212,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “ technical  services  facilities  ( Quarter¬ 
master  Corps)” — with  respect  to  Fort  Lee,  Virginia,  strike  out  “$8,~ 
589,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$9,874,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  { Chemical 
Corps)” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland,  strike  out 
“$452,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$525,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah,  strike  out 
“$1,129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,491,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  { Transpor¬ 
tation  Corps)” — 

(■ 1 )  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York,  strike  out 
“$ 1,055,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,240,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Eust-is,  Virginia,  strike  out  “$ 6,597,000 ” 
and  insert  m  place  thereof  “$8,072,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  {Medical  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medical  Center,  Texas,  strike 
out  “$549,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$876,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hospital,  Washington,  strike 
out  “$333,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$669,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  District 

of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$ 3,557,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$4,472,000”.  J 

Under  the  subheading  “ field  forces  facilities  {Second  Army 
Area)” — with  respect  to  Fort  Holabird,  Maryland,  strike  out  “$612,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$800,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  {Third  Army 
Area)” — with  respect  to  Camp  Jackson,  South  Carolina,  strike  out 
“$ 5,000,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,500,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  {Fourth  Army 
Area)” '  with  respect  to  Fort  Hood,  Texas,  strike  out  “$ 12,922,000 ”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$14,283,000” . 
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Under  the  subheading  “ field  forces  facilities  {Fifth  Army 
Area)” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Fort  Carson,  Colorado,  strike  out  “$ 7,487,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,621,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas,  strike  out 
“$8,615,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$9,898,000” . 

{3)  with  respect  to  Camp  Lucas,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$145,000”. 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$193,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  {Armed  Forces 
Special  Weapons  Project )” — with  respect  to  various  installations,  strike 
out  “$3,014,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,204,000” . 

{b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
under  the  heading  “Outside  Continental  United  States”  in  sec¬ 
tion  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “alaskan  area” — with  respect  to  Wildwood 
Station  ( Kenai )  strike  out  “$469,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$559,000” ; 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  section  502  the  amounts  “$225,277 ,000” , 
“ $7 4,984,000” ,  and  “$534,254,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof 
“$237,820,000”,  “$75,074,000”,  and  “$546,387,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  107.  {a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress  is  amended 
under  the  heading  “  Lnside  the  United  States”  in  section  101  as 
follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “ technical  services  facilities  {Ordnance 
Corps)” — 

{1)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New  York,  strike  out 
“$88,000”  and,  insert  in  place  thereof  “$136,000” . 

{2)  with  respect  to  Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama,  strike  out 
“$ 6,159,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,593,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  {Quarter¬ 
master  Corps)” — 

{1)  with  respect  to  Atlanta  General  Depot,  strike  out  “$832,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$984,000” . 

{2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas,  strike  out 
“$1 ,285,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1 ,847,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities” — 

{1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Bliss,  Texas,  strike  out  “ $5 ,301 ,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,293,000” . 

{2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$ 4,173,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,798,000” . 

{8)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas,  strike  out  “ $1 ,- 
092,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,878,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  section  102,  “$ 200,788,000 ”  and  inserting  in  place 
thereof  “$203,831,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  {1)  of  section  40 2  the  amounts  “$86,916,000”, 
“$200,783,000” ,  and  “$323,462,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof 
“$95,010,000”,  “$203,331,000”,  and  “$884,104,000”,  respectively. 
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TITLE  II 

.  StE°{  f0L  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish  or  develop  military 
installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring ,  constructing,  converting,  re¬ 
habilitating,  or  installing,  permanent  or  temporary  public  works  in¬ 
cluding  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  for 
the  following  projects:  J 

Inside  the  United  States 


SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  Engineering  Experiment  Station,  Annapolis,  Maryland: 
Development  and  test  facilities,  $ 618,000 . 

Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Washington:  Drydock  $25,438,000. 
Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities,  $1,452,000. 

\  JSl<fva.  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California:  Facilities  for  remedyina 
'  effects  of  ground  subsidies,  $1,500,000. 

Naval  Submarine  Base,  New  London,  Connecticut:  Waterfront 
facilities,  $2,966,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Troop  housing,  $1,326,000. 

Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California:  Waterfront  facilities,  $544,000. 
$2  729  000ail°n'  NewPort’  Rhode  Island:  Troop  housing,  and  utilities, 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 


( Naval  Air  Training  Stations ) 

or ^aval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Operational  facilities, 

ipOOO,00U. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Operational  facilities 
{Optical  landing  system),  $140,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Utilities,  $293,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  Operational  facilities 
{Optical  landing  system),  $160,000. 

|  Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Meridian,  Mississippi:  Operational 
facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $13,387,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana:  Operational 
facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities ,  $3,653,000. 

'  Naval  Air  Station,  P ensacola,  Florida:  Operational  facilities,  water¬ 
front  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,225,000. 

Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Saufley  Field,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities  {Tactical  air  navigation  facility) ,  $39,000. 

{Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 

.Naval  Air  Stations,  Alameda,  California:  Operational  facilities, 
{Guided  missile  support  facilities) ,  $185,000. 

A  aval  Air  Station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Operational  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $180,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida:  Operational  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $5,089,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Chincoteague,  Viriginia:  Operational  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $2,818,000. 


8 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  ACT  OF  1957 


Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Crows  Landing,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities  ( Tactical  air  navigation  facility) ,  $39,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  and,  land  acquisition,  $4,310,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Fallon,  Nevada:  Operational  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition ,  $4,199,000. 

Naval  Seaplane  Facility,  Harvey  Point,  North  Carolina:  Operational 
facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities,  $5,728,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Operational  facilities 

( Tactical  air  navigation  facility) ,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Operational  facilities  ( Optical 
landing  system),  $130,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lemoore,  California:  Operational  facilities, 

maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $27,535,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mayport,  Florida:  Operational  facilities, 
$384,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar,  California:  Operational  facilities, 

$3,401,000.' 

Naval  Air  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities  ( Tactical 
Air  Navigation  facility) ,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  North  Lsland,  San  Diego,  California:  Maintenance 
facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $7,964,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and,  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $6,975,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Quonset  Point,  Bhode  Lsland:  Operational 
acilities  ( Aircraft  parking  areas),  $882,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  San  Clemente  Lsland,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and  utilities,  $9,448,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington:  Operational  facil¬ 
ities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,365,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations ) 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Beaufort,  South  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 
$2,632,000.  '  *  | 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Carolina:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $6 ,503 ,000 . 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro,  California:  Operational  facilities, 
$3,620,000. 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mojave,  California:  Land 
acquisition,  $3,281 ,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina:  Operational 
facilities,  $39,000. 


(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  Air  Development  Center,  Johnsville,  Pennsylvania:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities ,  $39, 000 . 

Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland:  Operational  facilities, 
$2,209,000. 
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Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugu,  California:  Operational 
facilities  (• including  operational  facilities  on  San  Nicolas  Island ), 

'$7,669,000.  '  _ 

Naval  Air  Facility,  to  be  known  as  John  H.  Towers  Field,  and  to 
be  located  at  Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland, 
operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  ground  improvements,  $3,200,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Electronics  Supply  Office,  Great  Takes,  Illinois:  Administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $92,000.  . 

Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office,  Mechanicsburg ,  Pennsylvania:  Ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities ,  $155,000.  _  .  .  . 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania:  Administrative 

facilities,  $550,000. 

MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Albany,  Georgia:  Community  facilities, 

•  $140,000.  .  .  . 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Barstow,  California:  Maintenance 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6, 84 1,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,372,000.  _  . 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Carolina:  Train¬ 
ing  facilities ,  troop  housing,  messhall,  and  utilities,  $ 2,61+3,000 .  _  _ 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $1 ,469,000.  .  . 

Marine  Corps  School,  Quantico,  Virginia:  Supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities,  $1 ,923,000.  _  _  _  .  . 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  San  Diego,  California:  Training  facili¬ 
ties,  $116,000. 

Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twentynine  Palms,  California: 
Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $2,331 ,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 


Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Bangor,  Washington:  Utilities,  $31  6,000 
I  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Daingerfield,  Texas:  Research  and 
development  facilities,  $2,649,000. 

Applied  Physics  Laboratory,  Howard  County,  Maryland:  Research 
and  development  facilities,  $ 1,452,000 . 

Naval  Magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Utilities,  $236,000. 


SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Dormitory  foundations, 
$1,602,000.  . 

Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training  facilities,  and 
troop  housing,  $5,598,000. 

Naval  Training  Center,  San  Diego,  California:  Troop  housing, 
$1,613,000. 


H.  Rept.  1193,  85-1 
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COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Operational 
facilities,  $44-3,000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,  San  Diego,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  $100,000. 

Naval  Communication  Center,  Stockton,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Washington  County,  Maine:  Operational 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $18,982,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities,  $382,000. 

Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $8,244,000. 

Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center,  Port  Hueneme,  California: 
Supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities ,  $759,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 

SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 

Naval  Shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $1 ,297 ,000 . 

Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands:  Maintenance 
facilities,  hospital  facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $1 ,750,000. 

Naval  Station,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands:  Troop  housing 
and  community  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  ground  improvements, 
$7,576,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Hospital  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  family  housing,  $1 ,005 ,000 . 

Commander-in-Chief  Pacific,  Headquarters,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu , 
Territory  of  Hawaii:  Administrative  facilities  and  utilities,  $382,000. 

Naval  Station,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico:  Utilities,  $190,000. 

AVIATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Air  Station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Operational 
facilities  ( Guided  missile  support  facilities) ,  $428,000. 

Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Family  housing  and  community 
facilities,  $1 ,798,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Barber’s  Point,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Operational  facilities  ( Aircraft  parking  areas),  $2,088,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cubi  Point,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities ,  and  land  acquisition,  $149,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba:  Operational  facilities, 
$5,780,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Operational  facilities,  $249,000. 

Naval  Station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Operational  facilities 
( Tactical  air  navigation  facility) ,  $69,000. 

Naval  Station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Operational 
facilities  ( tactical  air  navigation  facility) ,  $69,000. 
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Naval  Air  Facility,  Naha,  Okinawa:  Waterfront  facilities  at  White 

Beach,  $504,000.  _  .... 

Naval  Air  Station ,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto  Rico:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities ,  troop  housing,  utilities,  and  land  acquisition , 
$15,182,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska  :  Supply  facilities,  $1,550,000. 

Naval  Station,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Community  facilities, 

$884,000. 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands:  Supply 
facilities,  $897,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Utilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $326,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Troop  housing, 
$1,058,000.  _  T 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Finegayan,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands: 
Troop  housing,  $594,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Istanbul,  Turkey:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  troop  housing,  $180,000.  _  . 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Sakata,  Japan:  Operational  facilities: 

$69,000.  .  ^ 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Wahiawa,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Operation 

facilities,  $4,392,000. 

YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Public  Works  Center,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  $393,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish  or  develop  classified 
naval  installations  and  facilities  by  constructing,  converting,  rehabili¬ 
tating,  or  installing  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  including  land 
acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment  in 
the  total  amount  of  $59,056,000. 

Sec.  203.  ( a )  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as  amended, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “  Continent al  United  States  in 
section  201,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facilities” ,  with  respect 
to  “Various  locations”,  strike  out  “$ 4,500,000 ”  and  insert  m  place 
thereof  “$5,460,000”. 

(6)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  section  202  “ $86 ,397 ,000”  and  inserting  in  place 
thereof  “$95,489,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as  amended ,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 2 )  of  section  402  the  amounts  “$188,188,000  , 
“$86,397,000”,  and  “$256,875,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place 
thereof,  “$139,148,000”,  “$95,489,000”,  and  “$266,927,000”. 

Sec.  204.  ( a )  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States  ^ m 
section  201  as  follows: 


12 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  ACT  OF  195  7 


Under  the  subheading  “  aviation  facilities ”  with  respect  to  the 
Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  California,  strike  out  “$225,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$369,000” ;  with  respect  to  the  Marine  Corps 
Air  Station,  El  Toro,  California,  strike  out  “$1 ,675,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$2,030,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station, 
Glenview,  Illinois,  strike  out  “$70,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$170,000”. 

( b )  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out,  in  section  202,  “$63,358,000”  and  inserting  in  place 
thereof  “$70,656,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 2 )  of  section  502  the  amounts  “$102,956,000” , 
“$63,358,000” ,  “$202,807 ,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in  place 
thereof  “$103,555 ,000' \,  “$70,656,000”,  and  “$210,704,000”. 

Sec.  205.  ( a )  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  in 
section  201  as  follows: 

( 1 )  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities” ,  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Repair  Facility,  San  Diego,  California,  strike  out  “$629,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1 ,099,000”. 

( 2 )  Under  the  subheading  “ fleet  base  facilities” ,  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Station,  Orange,  Texas,  strike  out  “$399,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$563,000” . 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “ aviation  facilities  ( Naval  Air  Train¬ 
ing  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kings¬ 
ville,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,686,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,~ 
292,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New 
Iberia,  Louisiana,  strike  out  “$24,361 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$26,871,000”. 

{4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities  ( Fleet  Support  Air 
Stations)” ,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Alameda,  California, 
strike  out  “$ 3,729,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,217 ,000” ;  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Moffett  Field,  California,  strike  out 
“$2,581 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,355,000” ;  and  with  respect 
to  the  Outlying  Field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Duval  County,  Florida,  strike 
out  “$1 ,087 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1 ,587,000” . 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “ aviation  facilities  ( Special  Purpose 
Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  New 
Jersey,  strike  outu$16,311 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$ 17 .911 ,000” . 

(i 6 )  Under  the  subheading  “ordnance  facilities” ,  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory ,  Daingerfield,  Texas,  strike 
out  “$1 ,111 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1 ,751 ,000'' ;  and  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Ordnance  Test  Station,  Inyokern,  California,  strike 
out  “$375,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$475 ,000” . 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facilities”  with  respect 
to  the  Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland,  strike  out 
“$780,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$879,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
under  the  heading  “  Outside  Continental  United  States”  in  sec¬ 
tion  201  as  follows: 

( 1 )  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands,  strike  out  “$4,41 1 ,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,235,000” . 
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(2)  Under  the  subheading  11  communication  facilities” ,  with  respect 
to  the  Naval  Communication  Facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French  Morocco, 
strike  out  “$2,848,600”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,198,600”. 

■  (c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  section  202  “$151 ,342,400”  and  inserting  in  place 
thereof  “$152,763,400”. 

(d)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  502  the  amounts  “$299,512,600” , 
“$ 107,191,300 ”,  “$151,342,400”,  and  “$ 564,046,300 ”  and  inserting 
respectively  in  place  thereof  “$308,463,600” ,  “$108,365,300” ,  “$152,- 
763,400 ”,  and  “$575,592,300”. 

Sec.  206.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is  amended 
under  the  heading,  “Inside  the  United  States”  in  section  201,  as 
follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities”  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Shipyard,  Charleston,  South  Carolina,  strike  out  “$148,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$191 ,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Ship¬ 
yard,  Long  Beach,  California,  strike  out  “$5 ,984,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$8,169,000” . 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “ fleet  base  facilities” ,  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California,  strike  out  “$ 2,256,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,623,000” ;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia,  strike  out  “ $2,844,000 ”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,340,000”. 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities  ( Fleet  Support  Air 
Stations)” ,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar,  California, 
strike  out  “$ 8,835,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “ $11 ,040,000” . 

( 4 )  Lnder  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities  ( Special  Purpose 
Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point 
Muqu,  California,  strike  out  “$1 ,682,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,010,000”. 

{5)  Under  the  subheading  “ service  school  facilities”  with  respect 
to  the  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland,  strike  out  “$7 ,469,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$10,919,000” . 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “communications  facilities” ,  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Station,  San  Francisco,  California, 
strike  out  “$ 2,029,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,779,000” . 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “ yards  and  docks  facilities” ,  with 
respect  to  the  Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk,  Virginia,  strike  out 
“$443,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$500,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is  amended  under  the 
heading  “ Outside  the  United  States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

( 1 )  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities” ,  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Air  Station,  Atsugi,  Japan,  strike  out  “$1 ,961 ,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$2,337,000”. 

( c )  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  section  203,  $ 84,043,000 ”  and-  inserting  in  place  thereof 
“$85,939,000”. 

(d)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty -fourth  Congress,  is  amended  by  striking  out 
in  clause  (2)  of  section  402  the  amounts  “$292,572,000” ,  “$61 ,625,000”, 
“$84,043,000” ,  and  “$438,240,000”  and  inserting  respectively  in 
place  thereof  “$303,453,000”,  “$62,001,000”,  $ 85,939,000 ”,  and 
“$451,393,000”. 


14 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  ACT  OF  1957 


TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  establish  or  develop 
military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  constructing ,  converting, 
rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  includ¬ 
ing  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  for  the 
following  projects: 

Inside  the  United  States 

AIR  DEFENSE  COMMAND 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $4,499,000. 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $594,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Maintenance  facilities,  hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$1,583,000. 

Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow,  Montana:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
troop  housing,  family  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground,  improvements,  $2,048,000. 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $4,406,000. 

Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $1 ,100,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael,  California:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$614,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan:  Family 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$429,000. 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities ,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $905,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1 ,299,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $632,000. 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Supply  facilities  and 
community  facilities,  $189,000. 

Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  North  Dakota:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $6,804,000. 
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Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York:  Sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $ 674,000 . 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Family  housing,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $559,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  Calif ornia:  Maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $1 ,828,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $8,768,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine:  Community 
facilities,  $244,000. 

Richard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasville,  Wisconsin:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $7 ,804,000 . 

|  Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan:  Supply  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,898,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa:  Operational  and 
training  facilities  and  supply  facilities,  $248,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York:  Supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate 
improvement,  $694,000. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton  Beach,  New  York: 
Supply  facilities,  community  facilities ,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $956,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin:  Utilities  and  ground  improvements 
and  land  acquisition,  $130,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida:  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $3,186,000. 

Wurt smith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Operational  and 
training  facilities ,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities ,  troop  housing, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,153,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio:  Community 
^facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements ,  $358,000. 

'  Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities ,  hospital  and  medical 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $44,488,000. 

AIR  MATERIAL  COMMAND 

Griffis  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York:  Operational  a,nd  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $10,410,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
and  troop  housing,  $1,911,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Maintenance  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements ,  $899,000. 

Marietta  Air  Force  Station,  Marietta,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2 ,438 ,000 . 
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McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 

$ 4,912,000 . 

Olmsted  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania:  Maintenance 
facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1 ,673,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities ,  Utilities  and  ground  improvements ,  and  land  acquisition, 
$13,104,000. 

Rushmore  Air  Force  Station,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota:  Community 
facilities,  $56,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base:  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,674,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  supply 4 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and* 
land  acquisition,  $1 ,777 ,000 . 

AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Research  development, 
and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities ,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $5 ,826 ,000 . 

AIR  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 

Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1 ,987,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  New  Mexico:  Operational  and 
training  facilities ,  research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1 1 ,869,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base,  Indian  Springs,  Nevada:  Community 
facilities,  $206,000. 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico:  Supply  facilities,^ 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improved 
ments,  $2,276,000. 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research,  development,  and 
test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements ,  and  land  acquisition,  $3 ,469 ,000 . 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $2,882,000. 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements ,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,872,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,193,000. 
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Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Community  facilities, 
$262,000. 

Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facilities.  $2,209,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground'  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,848,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,249,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  11  ichita,  Kansas:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $763,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  1  aldosta,  Georgia:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  community 
facilities,  $938,000. 

k  Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Community  facilities, 
}  $436,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,858,000. 

Reese  Air  F'orce  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,909,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois:  Community  facilities,  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $900,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $4,200,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Troop  housing,  and  community 
facilities,  $1,945,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma,:  Operational  and  training 
facilities  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition  ,  $1,977,000. 

W  ebb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas:  Operational  and  training 
^facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities, 
fand  utilities,  and  ground  improvements,  $4,118,000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona:  Maintenance  facilities, 
community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $ 865,000 . 

AIR  UNIVERSITY 

Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama:  Land  acquisition, 
$50,000. 

CONTINENTAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Medical  facilities, 
$952,000. 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  and  family  housing,  $139,000. 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $337,000. 
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MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Aeronautical  chart  and  information  center,  St.  Louis,  Missouri: 
Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $ 620,000 . 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  $920,000. 

Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina:  Supply 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,216 ,000. 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware:  Troop  housing,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $745,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey:  Maintenance 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land,  acquisition, 
$496,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Alt  us  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities ,  and  community,  facilities,  $848,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana:  Operational  and  | 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities ,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
and  community  facilities,  $3,844,000. 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and.  utilities  and 
ground  improvements ,  $7 ,458 ,000 . 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Operational  and.  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $1 ,487 ,000 . 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Operational,  and  training 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $5,557,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities ,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $11 ,510,000. 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,966,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition,  and  real 
estate  improvements ,  $2,059,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California:  Maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land,  f 
acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,076,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 

$ 536,000 . 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  and  utilities,  and  ground  improvements,  $2,320,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona:  Maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housinq,  community  facilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $2,361,000. 

Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Operational  and  training  facil¬ 
ities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  util¬ 
ities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $14,638,000. 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Community  facilities, 

$100,000. 
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Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota:  Operational 
and  training  facilities  and  supply  facilities,  $1 ,976,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  $1 ,480,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $1 ,357 ,000 . 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas:  Community  facilities,  $34,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $1 9,389,000. 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida:  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  $ 380,000 . 

Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Georgia:  Troop  housing  and 
community  facilities,  $994,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana:  Real,  estate 
improvements ,  $ 1 79,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $12,- 
552,000. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio,  Texas:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  $250,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Land  acquisition, 
$37,000. 

Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,504,000. 

Boring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and.  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $7,322,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida:  Operational  and.  training 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  and.  utilities  and  ground,  improvements, 
$ 936,000 . 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and.  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $3,518,000. 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  California:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $2,347,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and. 
ground  improvements,  $2,022,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $7,681 ,000. 

Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburgh.  New  York:  Supply  facilities, 
and  utilities  and.  ground  improvements,  $ 231,000 . 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire:  Supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
land  acquisition,  $2 ,344,000 . 

Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina  Kansas:  Community  facilities, 
$372,000. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $1 ,937,000. 
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Turner  Air  Force  Bane,  Albany,  Georgia:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$8,628,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $9 ,67 6 ,000 . 

W estover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachusetts:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  comm  un  ity  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $1 ,901 ,000 . 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $235,000. 

TACTICAL  AIK  COMMAND 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico:  Maintenance  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements ,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,149,000. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  South  Carolina:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  facilities, 
$1,287,000. 

England  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1 ,558,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Community  facilities,  util¬ 
ities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $683,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Supply  facilities,  and 
community  facilities,  $2,478,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $20,000. 

Myrtle  Bench  Air  Force  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  South  Carolina:  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  land  acquisition, 
and  real  estate  improvements,  $1 ,204,000. 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee:  Community  facilities, 

$484,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facil¬ 
ities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $9 ,991 ,000 . 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina:  Troop  housing,  and 
community  facilities,  $ 1 ,184 ,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  $229,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

1  arious  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical 
facilities,  troop  housing,  family  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $7 ,331 ,000 . 
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Outside  the  United  States 

ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $4,742,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Community  facilities,  $1 ,630,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition,  $11,500,000. 

AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $247,000. 

FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Hickam.  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii:  Troop  housing,  and 
community  facilities,  $2,228,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $7 ,569,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  0  aining  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $14,741,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Andersen  Air  Force  Base,  Guam:  Community  facilities,  $820,000. 

Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Operational  and  training  facil¬ 
ities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements  and  land 
acquisition,  $3,788,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $57 ,218,000. 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements ,  and  real  estate  improvements ,  $36,057 ,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  $170,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities ,  administrative  facilities ,  hospital  and  medical 
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facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements ,  $20,000,000. 

Sec.  802.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  establish  or  d-evelop 
classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acguiring,  constructing, 
converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent  or  temporary  public 
works,  including  land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances, 
utilities,  and  equipment  in  the  total  amount  of  $47,000,000. 

Sec.  803.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  in  section 
801,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “ air  defense  command” — with  respect  to 
Pescadero  Consolan  Station,  Pescadero,  California,  strike  out  “$224,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$584,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — with  respect  to 
Clinton-Sherman  Airport,  Clinton,  Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$ 11,893,000 ” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$12,686 ,000” ;  and  strike  out  “$1 ,468,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,756 ,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  command” — with  respect 
to  Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York,  strike  out  “$729,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$929,000” ;  and  strike  out  “$686,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$886,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development  command” — 
with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California,  strike  out 
“$27 ,478,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$29,442,000” ;  and  strike  out 
“$ 16,192,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$18,156,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  (8)  of  section  502  so  much  as  reads 
“$ 406,120,000 ”  and  “$415,949,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof 
“$ 409,937,000 ”  and  “$419,766,000” ,  respectively. 

Sec.  804-  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended, 
is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  in 
section  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington,  strike 
out  “$1 ,716 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,717 ,000” ; 

( 2 )  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  site,  North  Dakota,  stnke  out 
“$7 ,709,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$9,220,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie, 
Michigan,  strike  out  “$ 2,029,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,195,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Minot  site,  North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$6,630,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,268,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard,  California, 
strike  out  “$ 2,445,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,935,000” ; 

( 6 )  with  respect  to  Self  ridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens, 
Michigan,  strike  out  “$ 5,526,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$6,445,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown, 
Ohio,  strike  out  “ $7 42,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$898,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma,  Arizona,  strike 
out  “$2,107,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,676,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  Alabama, 
strike  out  “$4,170,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,728,000” ; 
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(2)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Borne,  New  York, 
strike  out  “$15,803,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$16,654,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento, 
California,  strike  out  “$ 9,522,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
$11,970,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Wright-P otter  son  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton, 
Ohio,  strike  out  “$12,001 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$14,508,000”.  m 

Under  the  subheading  “  air  training  command ” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$ 3,438,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,876,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo, 

Texas,  strike  out  “$4,081 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

“$5,088,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  strike  out  “$500,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

“$545,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$446,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$529,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  James  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$883,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereoi  “$1 ,129,000” ; 

(i 6 )  with  respect  to  Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$1 ,516,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

“$1,998,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas,  strike 
out  “$1 ,076,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1 ,304,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona, 
strike  out  “$1 ,215,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1 ,556,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “headquarters  command ” — with  respect  to 
Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  strike  out 
“$520,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$825,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “ research  and  development  command” — 
with  respect  to  Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  ( Kirtland  Auxiliary  Num¬ 
bered  1),  Clark,  Nevada,  strike  out  “$555,500”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$624,500”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$5,929,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7 ,363,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine,  strike 
out  “$11 ,155,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$12,218,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California, 
strike  out  “$9,769,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,473,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico, 
strike  out  “$6,657,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,324,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “tactical  air  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria, 
Louisiana,  strike  out  “$2 ,684,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,527,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana, 
strike  out  “$559,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$611 ,000” 

(3)  with  respect  to  George  Air  lorce  Base,  Victorville,  California, 
strike  out  “$1 ,598,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1 ,905 ,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$4,724,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$5,197,000”; 
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(5)  with  respect  to  Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee, 
strike  out  “$3,589,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereoj  “$4,010,000” . 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty -jourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
under  the  heading  “Outside  Continental  United  States ”  in  section 
301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “alaskan  air  command” — with  respect  to 
Galena  Airfield,  strike  out  “$518,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$735,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “area  control  navigational  aids” — with 
respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$526,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,394,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 3 )  of  section  502  the  amounts  “$801,256,000”, 
“$532,454,000” ,  and  “$1 ,339,060,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof 
“$824,300,000”,  “$533,539,000”,  and  “$ 1,363,189,000 ”,  respectively. 

Sec.  305.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is  amended, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  in  section  301,  asi 
follows:  " 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

( 1 )  with  respect  to  Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minne¬ 
sota,  strike  out  “$863,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1 ,469,000” ; 

( 2 )  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington,  strike 
out  “$2,827 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,079,000” ; 

( 3 )  with  respect  to  Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow,  Montana, 
strike  out  “$2,470,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,080,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks, 
North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$ 18,969,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$30,521,000”; 

(5)  with  reaped  to  Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri,  strike  out  “$1 ,673,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,781,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie, 
Michigan,  strike  out  “$ 2,156,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,336,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath 

Falls,  Oregon,  strike  out  “$1 ,130,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,560,000”;  _  t  ( 

(8)  with  respect  to  Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  North  Dakota, 
strike  out  “$21 ,215,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “ $27 ,035 ,000” ; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara 
Falls,  New  York,  strike  out  “$ 3,030,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,409,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$2,392,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,779,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa,  strike  out  “$2,288,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,900,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin,  strike  out 
“$ 4,876,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,726,000” : 

(13)  with  respect  to  Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan, 
strike  out  “$3,278,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,808,000” ; 

(14)  with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$21 ,510,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,201 ,000” . 
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Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York, 
strike  out  “$ 17 ,966 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$22,005,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Sear  sport  Fuel  Storage  Station,  Sear  sport, 
Maine,  strike  out  “$478,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$745 ,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Tacoma  Fuel  Storage  Station,  Tacoma,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$251,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla¬ 

homa,  strike  out  “$ 5,990,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7  763  - 

OOO”.  ’ 

Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command” — 

(■ 1 )  with  respect  to  Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$ 17,121,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,471,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama,  strike 
out  “$18,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$22,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$24,433,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

)  “$33,858,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada,  strike 
out  “$ 2,221,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,063,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma,  strike 
out  “$977,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,064,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “ air  university ” — with  respect  to  Maxwell 
Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama,  strike  out  “$215,000”  and  insert 
In  place  thereof  “$311 ,000” . 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California, 
strike  out  “$ 18,395,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$15,998,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia, 
strike  out  “$345,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof,  “$500,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  strike  out  “$ 6,939,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$7,530,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California, 
strike  out  “$ 5,488,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,220,000”. 

.  Under  the  subheading  “ strategic  air  command” — 

)  i1)  with  respect  to  Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas,  strike 

out  “$922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,190,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California, 
strike  out  “$ 2,179,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,643,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  strike  out  “$ 14,518,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$15,322,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South 
Dakota,  strike  out  “$948,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,075,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead, 
Florida,  strike  out  “$ 1,694,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,966,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
strike  out  “$ 4,952,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,880,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls, 
Montana,  strike  out  “$ 1,236,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,586,000”; 
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(8)  with  respect  to  Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain 
Home,  Idaho,  strike  out  “ $2, 06 4,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,607,000”; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska, 
strike  out  “$ 5,697,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,155,000” ; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburgh, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$1 ,491 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,027,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth, 
New  Hampshire,  strike  out  “$661 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$720,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell,  New 
Mexico,  strike  out  “$2,791 ,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,181,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “tactical  air  command” — with  respect  to 
Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia,  strike  out  “$2,613,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,785,000” .  * 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is  amended  under  th& \ 
heading  “  Outside  the  United  States”  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “northeast  air  command” — with  respect  to 
various  locations,  strike  out  “$ 75,650,000 ”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$94,197,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  402  the  amounts  “$743,873,000” ,  “$405,- 
061,000” ,  and  “$1 ,360,934,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$811,- 
342,000”,  “$423,608,000” ,  and  “$1 ,447 ,950,000” ,  respectively. 

Sec.  306.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  302  of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956 
(70  Stat.  991,  1012),  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  proceeding  with  con¬ 
struction  made  necessary  by  changes  in  Air  Force  missions,  new  weapons 
developments,  new  and  unforeseen  research  and  development  require¬ 
ments,  or  improved  production  schedules,  if  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
determines  that  deferral  of  such  construction  for  inclusion  in  the  next 
military  construction  authorization  Act  would  be  inconsistent  with 
interests  of  national  security,  and  in  connection  therewith  to  acquire, 
construct,  convert,  rehabilitate,  or  install  permanent  or  temporary  public 
works,  including  land  acquisition,  site,  preparation,  appurtenances 
utilities,  and  equipment,  in  the  total  amount  of  $50,000,000:  Provided jQ 
That  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  or  his  designee,  shall  notify  the 
Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  immediately  upon  reaching  a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the 
cost  of  construction  of  any  public  work  undertaken  under  this  subsection , 
including  those  real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto.” 

TITLE  IV—. FAMILY  HOUSING 

Sec.  401 .  Any  outstanding  authority  heretofore  provided  by  the  Act  of 
September  1 , 1954  (68  Stat.  i'll  9),  the  Act  of  July  15, 1955  (69  Stat.  324), 
and  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991)  for  the  provision  of  family 
housing  shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  family  housing  at  any 
installation  for  which  family  housing  is  authorized  to  be  constructed 
under  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  402.  Section  515  of  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955  (69  Stat.  324,  352), 
as  amended,  is  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
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“Sec  515  During  the  fiscal  years  1957,  1958,  and  1959,  the  Secre¬ 
taries of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  respectively,  are  authorized  to 
Lease  housing  facilities  at  or  near  military  tactical  installations  for  assign¬ 
ment  as  public  quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  dependents,  if  anu 
without  rental  charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
or  his  designee,  that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate  housing  facilities  at  or  near 
such  military  tactical  installations.  Such  housing  facilities  shall  be 
Leased  on  a  family  or  individual  unit  basis  and  not  more  than  five  thousand 
of  such  units  may  be  so  leased  at  any  one  time.  Expenditures  for  the 
reJ,i  °J  sucfi  housing  facilities  may  be  made  out  of  appropriations  avail¬ 
able  for  maintenance  and  operation  but  may  not  exceed  $ 150  a  month  for 
any  such  unit.”  J 

,  403.  (a)  Family  quarters  to  be  constructed  under  the  authority 

°{  I,  II,  and  III  of  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  ( 68  Stat.  1119 ) 
shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor  area  limitations  respectively  prescribed  in 
sections  477 4,  7574,  and  9774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 

.  section  404  of  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119  1125) 
is  hereby  repealed.  ’  7 

Title  10,  United  States  Code,  is  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  section  4774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following  new  subsection 
at  the  end  thereof: 

(/)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters  constructed  from 
appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of  the  Army  may  be  four-bedroom 
quarters  haying  a  net  floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(b)  Section  7574  is  amended  by  adding  the  following  new  subsection 
at  the  end  thereof: 

(d)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters  constructed  from 
appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of  the  Navy  may  be  four-bedroom 
quarters  haying  a  net  floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.” 

(c)  Section  9774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following  new  subsection 
at  the  end  thereof: 

(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters  constructed  from 
cippvop?  iated  junds  fov  enlisted  members  of  the  Air  Fovce  may  be  four - 
bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less  ” 

1  inCF,  Yi5o\Pie  Par(f(jraph  of  section  407  of  the  Act  of  September 

1,1954  (68  otat.  1119,  1125),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

)  .  The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion,  from  appropriations  _  otherwise  available  for  the  payment  0/ 
quarters  allowances  for  military  personnel  and  from  appropriate  allot¬ 
ments  or  rental  charges  for  civilian  personnel,  amounts  equal  to  the 
quarters  allowances  or  allotments  otherwise  payable  to  or  the  rental  charges 
collected  from _  personnel  occupying  any  housing  constructed  or  acquired 
under  authority  of  this  section  after  deducting  amounts  chargeable  for 
the  maintenance  and  operation  of  such  housing:  Provided,  That  such 
payments  shall  not  exceed  the  dollar  equivalent  of  the  value  of  the  foreign 
currencies  used  for  all  such  construction  or  acquisition.” 

Sec.  406.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  and 
effective  July  1,  1958,  no  family  housing  units  (other  than  housing  units 
required  to  be  acquired  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  404  of  the 
Housing  Amendments  of  1955 )  shall  be  contracted  for  or  acquired  at  or  in 
support  of  military  installations  or  activities  unless  the  actual  number  of 
units  involved  has  been  specifically  authorized  by  an  annual  military 
construction  authorization  act. 
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( b )  Effective  July  1,  1958,  the  provisions  of  section  519,  Public  Law 
968,  Eighty-fifth  Congress,  second  session,  are  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  f07.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine  Corps,  Coast  Guard,  Coast 
and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  Public  Health  Service,  with  dependents,  may 
occupy  on  a  rental  basis,  without  loss  of  basic  allowance  for  quarters , 
inadequate  quarters  under  the  jurisdiction  of  any  of  the  uniformed  services, 
notwithstanding  that  such  quarters  may  have  been  constructed  or  converted 
for  assignment  as  public  quarters.  The  net  difference  between  the  basic 
allowance  for  quarters  and  the  fair  rental  value  of  such  quarters  shall  be 
paid  from  otherwise  available  appropriations. 

(b)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  administered  under  regula¬ 
tions  approved  by  the  President. 

( c )  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  for  the  respective 
military  departments,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  Coast  Guard 
when  the  Coast  Guard  is  operating  as  a  service  in  the  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  for  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  for  the  Public  Health 
Service  ( hereafter  referred  to  as  the  “Secretaries”),  are  each  authorized, 
subject  to  standards  established  pursuant  to  ( b )  above,  to  designate  as 
rental  housing  such  housing  as  he  may  determine  to  be  inadequate  as 
public  quarters. 

(d)  The  Secretaries  are  each  further  authorized,  subject  to  standards 
established  pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  above,  to  lease  inadequate  housing 
to  personnel  of  any  of  the  mentioned  services  for  occupancy  by  them  and 
their  dependents.  The  housing  facilities  leased,  as  herein  provided,  shall 
not  be  required  to  have  been  constructed  with  funds  derived  from  appro¬ 
priations  specifically  made  for  the  purpose  of  the  construction  of  rental 
housing  for  personnel  of  the  services  mentioned. 

(e)  All  housing  units  determined  pursuant  to  subsection  (c)  of  this 
section  to  be  inadequate  shall,  prior  to  July  1,  1960,  either  be  altered  or 
improved  so  as  to  qualify  as  public  quarters,  or  be  demolished  or  otherwise 
disposed  of. 

(f)  This  section  shall  have  no  application  to  any  housing  financed 
with  mortgages  insured  under  the  provisions  of  Title  VIII  of  the  National 
Housing  Act  as  in  effect  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Housing  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1955. 

I 

TITLE  V— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  501.  The  Secretary  of  each  military  department  may  proceed  to 
establish  or  develop  installations  and  facilities  under  this  Act  without  re¬ 
gard  to  sections  3648  and  3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and . 
sections  4114  (d)  and  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code.  The 
authority  to  place  permanent  or  temporary  improvements  on  land  iv  eludes 
authority  for  surveys,  administration,  overhead,  planning,  and  supervision 
incident  to  construction.  That  authority  may  be  exercised  before  title  to 
the  land  is  approved  under  section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended, 
and  even  though  the  land  is  held  temporarily .  The  authority  to  acquire 
real  estate  or  land  includes  authority  to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire  land, 
and  interests  in  land  {including  temporary  use),  by  gift,  purchase,  ex¬ 
change  of  Government -owned  land,  or  otherwise. 
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Sec.  502.  There  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  but  appropriations,  for  public 
works  projects  authorized  by  titles  I,  II,  and  III  shall  not  exceed — 

(1)  for  title  I:  Inside  the  United  States,  $ 115,624,000 ;  outside 
the  United  States,  $84,477,000;  section  102,  $143,002,000;  or  a 
total  of  $298,103,000; 

(2)  for  title  II:  Inside  the  United  States,  $230,574,000;  outside 
the  United  States,  $48,199,000;  section  202,  $59,056,000;  or  a 
total  of  $337 ,611 ,000;  and 

(8)  for  title  III:  Inside  the  United  States,  $394,076 ,000;  outside 
the  United  States,  $160,705 ,000;  section  302,  $47,000,000;  or  a 
total  of  $601,781,000. 

Sec.  508.  Any  of  the  amounts  named  in  title  I,  II,  and  III  of  this 
Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  concerned,  be  increased  by  5 
per  centum  for  projects  inside  the  United  States  and  by  10  percentum 
for  projects  outside  the  United  States.  However,  the  total  cost  of  all 
projects  in  each  such  title  may  not  be  more  than  the  total  amount  author¬ 
ized  to  be  appropriated  for  projects  in  that  title. 

Sec.  504.  Whenever — 

(. 1 )  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with  section  2313  (b) 
of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  for  contracts  made  under  this  Act 
for  the  establishment  or  development  of  military  installations  and 
facilities  in  foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the  carrying  out 
of  this  Act;  and 

(2)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller  General  have 
agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  adequately  auditing  those 
contracts; 

the  President  may  exempt  those  contracts  from,  the  requirements  of  that 
section. 

Sec.  505.  Contracts  made  by  the  United  States  under  this  Act  shall  be 
awarded,  insofar  as  practicable,  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the  lowest 
responsible  bidder,  if  the  national  security  will  not  be  impaired  and  the 
award  is  consistent  with  chapter  137  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  and 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  9,  1955  (69  Stat.  547,  551).  The  Secre¬ 
taries  of  the  military  departments  shall  report  semiannually  to  the 
President  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
with  respect  to  all  contracts  awarded  on  other  than  a  competitive  basis  to 
the  lowest  responsible  bidder. 

Sec.  506.  As  of  July  1,  1958,  all  authorizations  for  military  public 
works  to  be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary  of  a  military  department  in 
connection  with  the  establishment  or  development  of  military  installations 
and  facilities,  and  all  authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor,  that 
are  contained  in  Acts  approved  before  July  28,  1954,  and  not  superseded 
or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later  authorization  are  repealed,  except — 

(. 1 )  authorizations  for  public  works  and  for  appropriations 
therefor  that  are  set  forth  in  those  Acts  in  the  titles  that  contain  the 
general  provisions; 

(2)  the  authorization  for  public  works  projects  as  to  which 
appropriated  funds  have  been  obligated  for  construction  contracts  in 
whole  or  in  part  before  July  1,  1958,  and  authorizations  for  appro¬ 
priations  therefor; 

(8)  the  authorization  for  the  rental  guaranty  for  family  housing 
in  the  amount  of  $100,000,000  that  is  contained  in  section  302  of 
Public  Law  584,  Eighty-second  Congress; 
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(4)  the  authorizations  for  public  works  and  the  appropriation  of 
funds  that  are  contained  in  sections  2231-2288  of  title  10  United 
States  Code,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  882,  883,  885,  886); 

(5)  the  authorization  for  the  development  of  the  Line  of  Communi¬ 
cations,  France,  in  the  amount  of  $60,000,000  that  is  contained  in 
title  I,  section  102,  of  Public  Law  53 f,  Eighty-second  Congress; 

(6)  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  410  of  the  Act  of 
August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1016),  the  authorization  for  (a) 
development  of  classified  facilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,439,000  that 
is  contained  in  title  I,  section  102,  of  the  Act  of  September  28,  1951 
(65  Stat.  336,  848),  and  (b)  development  of  classified  facilities  in 
the  amount  of  $6,654,000  that  is  contained  in  title  I,  section  102  of 
the  Act  of  July  If,  1952  (66  Stat.  606,  609);  and 

(7)  the  authorization  for  public  works  and  for  the  appropriations 
of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  Act  of  April  1,  1954  (08  Stat.  47), 
as  amended. 

Sec.  507.  None  of  the  authority,  contained  in  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  4 
this  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  authorized  any  building  construction  project 
within  the  continental  United  States  at  an  average  nationwide  unit  cost 
in  excess  of — 

(a)  $28  per  square  foot  for  cold-storage  warehousing; 

(b)  $6  per  square  foot  for  regular  warehousing; 

(c)  $1 ,850  per  man  for  permanent  barracks; 

(d)  $7,500  per  man  for  bachelor  officer  quarters, 

unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  determines  that,  because  of  special  circum¬ 
stances,  application  to  such  project  of  the  limitation  on  unit  costs  con¬ 
tained  in  this  section  is  impracticable. 

Sec.  508.  Section  9  of  the  Air  Force  Academy  Act,  as  amended 
(68  Stat.  49) ,  is  further  amended  by  striking  out  in  the  first  sentence 
the  -figure  “$126,000,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  the  figure 
“$135,425,000”. 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Paul  J.  Ivilday, 

Carl  T.  Durham 

L.  Mendel  Rivers,  f 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

By  L.  H.  G. 

Sterling  Cole, 

By  L.  H.  G. 

L.  H.  Gavin, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Richard  B.  Russell, 

John  Stennis, 

Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 
Francis  Case, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

F  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8240)  to  authorize  certain  construction  at  military 
installations,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement 
in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  con¬ 
ferees  and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference  report: 

Jp  On  July  10,  the  House  of  Representatives  passed  H.  R.  8240, 
which  was  the  fiscal  year  1958  military  construction  and  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  the  three  military  departments.  On  August  12,  1957,  the 
Senate  passed  H.  R.  8240,  amended. 

,  The  larger  differences  and  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees 
are  as  follows: 

ARMY 

In  title  I,  the  Army  section  of  the  bill,  there  were  several  items  in 
disagreement.  Some  of  them  resulted  from  the  decision  of  the 
executive  branch  to  lower  its  budget  request  subsequent  to  the  House 
hearings  on  H.  R.  8240.  To  these  changes  by  the  Senate,  the  House 
found  itself  in  substantial  agreement. 

Upon  completion  of  the  conference  on  title  I  of  the  bill,  the  Senate 
receded  with  respect  to  the  item  involving  Fort  Sam  Houston,  Tex., 
and  the  House  receded  with  respect  to  the  provision  of  a  gas-heating 
system  for  Fort  Devens,  Mass. 

Among  the  deficiency  authorizations  for  the  Army,  the  committee 
had  raised  the  authorization  for  the  hospital  at  Fort  Jackson,  S.  C., 
from  $5,000,000  to  $10,400,000.  It  was  the  decision  of  the  conferees 
that  the  higher  figure  should  be  $7,500,000,  an  amount  sufficient  to 
provide  a  wholly  usable  hospital  facility  for  this  installation. 

NAVY 

In  similar  fashion,  for  budgetary  or  funding  reasons,  a  large  number 
of  the  Navy  items  were  lowered  or  eliminated  by  the  Senate.  Most 
of  these  items  which  are  not  to  be  funded  were  accepted  in  their 
modified  form  by  the  House  conferees. 

Upon  completion  of  the  conference  of  title  II  of  the  bill,  the  Senate 
receded  with  respect  to  the  item  involving  the  construction  of  a  pier 
at  the  naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Fla.,  and  also  in  the  case  of  the 
Marine  Corps  air  station,  El  Toro,  Calif.,  where  $209,000  was  added 
to  the  Senate  figure  for  items  relating  to  the  extension  of  a  runway. 
The  Senate  also  receded,  in  part,  for  the  Marine  Corps  base,  Camp 
Lejeune,  N.  C.,  in  order  that  one  of  the  two  requested  headquarters 
buildings  might  be  constructed.  At  the  Marine  Corps  recruit  depot, 
Parris  Island,  S.  C.,  the  Senate  receded  in  order  that  provision  might 
be  made  for  barracks  and  other  needed  facilities.  $48,000  was  added 
to  the  Senate  figure  for  the  Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Va.,  for 
utilities.  With  respect  to  the  naval  air  station,  Chincoteague,  Va., 
the  House  accepted  the  Senate  figure. 
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The  Senate  had  deleted  $270,000  at  the  Marine  Corps  Training- 
Center,  Twenty-Nine  Palms,  Calif.  Subsequent  investigation  by 
both  committees  revealed  that  the  soil  stabilization  which  would  be 
performed  under  this  authority  was  an  urgently  required  item  and 
the  Senate  receded. 

Similarly,  subsequent  investigation  by  both  committees  revealed 
the  importance  of  the  work  contemplated  at  the  Ordnance  Aero- 
physics  Laboratory,  Daingerfield,  Tex.,  and  at  the  Applied  Physics 
Laboratory,  Howard  County,  Md.  The  Senate,  therefore,  receded 
with  respect  to  these  two  items.  In  Okinawa,  certain  waterfront 
facilities  necessary  at  White  Beach  were  restored  in  conference,  with 
the  Senate  receding. 

The  House  had  allowed  $199,000  for  operational  facilities  at  the 
naval  auxiliary  air  station,  Edenton,  N.  C.,  while  the  Senate  had 
allowed  only  $160,000.  In  conference,  it  was  determined  that  the 
item  in  its  entirety  should  be  stricken. 

The  House  receded  in  connection  with  the  naval  ah  station,^ 
Lemoore,  Calif.,  permitting  the  Senate  reduction  of  approximately™ 
10  percent  to  stand.  The  House  also  receded  with  respect  to  the 
increased  amount  granted  for  the  Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center, 
Point  Mugu,  Calif. 

Other  items  which  were  the  subject  of  recession  by  the  House 
involved,  for  the  most  part,  construction  items  which  would  not  be 
funded  during  fiscal  year  1958. 

The  Congress  is  familiar  with  the  long  legislative  history  involved 
in  the  provision  of  a  flying  facility  for  the  Naval  Academy.  Again 
this  year  the  matter  came  up  for  congressional  consideration  and  the 
House  inserted  an  item  authorizing  the  acquisition  of  land  for  such  a 
facility  to  be  named  John  H.  Towers  Field  (location  undetermined). 
The  Senate  version  of  the  bill  contained  no  similar  authority.  Recent 
studies  by  botli  committees  have  revealed  that  Andrews  Air  Force 
Base  would  provide  an  apparently  feasible  and  acceptable  site  for 
the  now  somewhat  enlarged  functions  contemplated  by  the  Navy. 
The  conferees  decided,  therefore,  to  insert  the  following  language 
which,  in  essence,  preserves  the  thinking  of  both  the  House  and  the 
Senate: 

Naval  Air  Facility,  to  be  known  as  John  H.  Towers  Field, 
and  to  be  located  at  Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp 
Springs,  Maryland,  operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  ground 
improvements,  $3,200,000. 

The  conferees  urge  both  the  Department  of  the  Navy  and  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Air  Force  to  arrive  at  a  prompt  agreement  for  the 
use  of  such  facilities  at  Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  and  urge  the  Navy 
to  proceed  expeditiously  in  planning  for  such  construction  or  modi¬ 
fication  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  this  facility  to  see  early 
operation. 

AIR  FORCE 

The  House  conferees  found  themselves  in  only  minor  disagreement 
with  the  Senate  action  on  title  III,  the  Air  Force  section  of  the  bill. 
Again,  as  was  the  case  with  respect  to  the  other  two  military  depart¬ 
ments,  budgetary  and  funding  considerations  made  reasonable  the 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  ACT  OF  1957  33 

deletion  or  lowering  of  certain  of  the  items  and  the  House,  therefore, 
receded  with  respect  to  a  large  number  of  these  changes. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  conference  on  title  III  of  the  bill,  the  Senate 
receded  with  respect  to  an  exchange  facility  at  Niagara  Falls  Municipal 
Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y.,  the  provision  of  a  commissary  at  the 
Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  and  all  items  at 
the  Marietta  Air  Force  Station,  Marietta,  Pa. 

At  Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Ga.,  the  Senate  figure  was  raised 
in  order  to  grant  authority  for  the  construction  of  a  primary  runway 
and  its  attendant  taxiway. 

The  House  receded  with  respect  to  the  provision  of  a  dormitory  at 
Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Mass.,  and  the  provision  of  an  ex¬ 
change  facility  at  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  Calif. 

Virtually  all  of  the  other  recessions  by  the  House  involved  items 
which  are  not  to  be  funded  during  fiscal  year  1958. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

^  Most  of  the  general  provisions  in  both  the  Senate  and  the  House 
versions  of  the  bill  were  identical.  There  were,  however,  some  funda¬ 
mental  differences.  These  differences  were  found  in  sections  406  and 
407  of  the  Senate  bill. 

Section  406  contained  no  counterpart  in  the  House  bill.  It  was 
designed,  the  House  conferees  were  informed,  to  require  that  all 
housing,  from  whatever  source,  should  be  the  subject  of  line  item 
justification  in  military  construction  bills  enacted  after  July  1,  1958. 
After  extended  discussion,  the  conferees  agreed  that  the  language 
should  be  modified  in  such  fashion  as  to  eliminate  the  applicability 
of  the  section  to  Wherry  housing  and,  specifically,  to  render  certain 
that  Wherry  housing  would  be  acquired  at  any  installation  where 
Capehart  housing  is  planned  for  construction. 

The  other  section  which  was  in  substantial  disagreement,  section 
407  of  the  Senate  version,  related  to  the  granting  of  an  authority  for 
the  occupancy  of  inadequate  quarters  on  a  rental  basis,  as  distinguished 
from  the  surrender  of  an  individual’s  whole  housing  allowance.  The 
House  conferees  insisted  on  amendments  which  would  (1)  limit  the 
housing  affected  to  family  quarters;  (2)  require  that  all  housing  de¬ 
termined  to  be  inadequate  should,  prior  to  July  1,  1960,  either  be 
altered  or  improved  so  as  to  qualify  as  public  quarters,  or  be  de¬ 
molished,  or  otherwise  disposed  of;  (3)  exclude  so-called  Wherry 
housing  from  the  applicability  of  the  section ;  and  (4)  require  that  the 
net  difference  between  the  basic  allowance  for  quarters  and  the  fair 
rental  value  of  the  quarters  be  paid  from  otherwise  available 
appropriations. 

Section  506  of  the  Senate  version,  and  its  House  counterpart,  of 
the  bill  rescinds  existing  authorizations  after  they  have  been  in 
existence  for  4  years  and  contains  certain  exceptions.  Among  these 
exceptions  in  the  House  version  of  the  bill  was  that  relating  to  the 
authorizations  of  the  rental  guaranty  for  family  housing  that  is  con¬ 
tained  in  section  302  of  Public  Law  534,  82d  Congress.  The  Senate 
version  did  not  include  this  exception.  After  deliberation,  the  con¬ 
ferees  agreed  that  this  exception  should  be  included  and  the  Senate 
receded. 
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Section  411  of  the  House  bill,  which  had  no  counterpart  in  the- 
Senate  bill,  in  effect,  required  that  the  Secretary  of  Defense  inform 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  appropriate  con¬ 
gressional  consideration,  whenever  it  was  proposed  to  terminate  or 
reduce  the  operations  of  any  commercial-  or  industrial-type  activity 
where  such  activity  had  been  in  operation  for  5  or  more  years  and 
required  the  services  of  10  or  more  civilian  employees,  and  the  supplies 
or  services  furnished  by  such  activity  were  to  be  furnished  by  other 
than  civilian  employees  of  the  United  States.  After  deliberation,  the 
House  receded  with  respect  to  this  section. 

Section  412  of  the  House  version  of  the  bill,  which  similarly  found 
no  counterpart  in  the  Senate  version,  prohibited  the  use  of  the  national 
emergency  declared  by  the  President  on  December  16,  1950,  as  a 
basis  for  negotiated  contracts,  as  distinguished  from  competitive 
bidding.  The  section  contained  certain  exceptions  to  this  limitation. 

While  both  the  Senate  and  House  conferees  were  in  very  substantial 
agreement  that  the  end  to  be  achieved  was  a  proper  one,  it  was  decided 
that  action  to  this  end  should  be  embodied  in  separate  legislation  and| 
the  House,  therefore,  receded. 

The  Senate  version  of  the  bill  contains  cost  limitations  with  respect 
to  cold  storage  and  regular  warehousing,  permanent  barracks,  and 
bachelor  officer  quarters.  The  House  receded  with  respect  to  this 
section. 

The  Senate  and  the  House  were  in  disagreement  with  respect  to- 
the  amount  of  additional  authority  which  should  be  granted  for  the 
Air  Force  Academy.  The  House  on  the  one  hand  agreed  that  a 
flying  facility  should  be  provided  at  the  Academy  site  while  the  Senate 
felt  that  another  airfield  in  that  area  could  be  used  for  this  activity. 
The  House  conferees  felt  that  at  least  on  a  temporary  basis,  other- 
flying  facilities  could  be  used  and  therefore  receded. 

As  the  bill  passed  the  House,  the  authorities  granted  in  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force  titles  totaled  $1,416,573,000.  The  corresponding 
authority  granted  in  the  Senate  version  totaled  $1,203,413,000  or 
$213,165,000  less  than  the  House  version.  The  total  agreed  to  by 
the  conferees  for  titles  I,  II,  and  III  is  $1,232,495,000.  This  latter 
sum  is  $184,078,000  less  than  the  House  version  and  $29,082,000  more 
than  the  Senate  version. 

Carl  Vinson,  ( 

Overton  Brooks, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Carl  T.  Durham, 

L.  Mendel  Rivers, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

By  L.  H.  G. 

Sterling  Cole, 

By  L.  H.  G. 

Leon  H.  Gavin, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House.. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  I  have  been  discussing 
with  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Hol¬ 
land],  a  matter  in  connection  with  the 
poultry-inspection  bill.  It  is  covered  by 
the  statement  on  the  part  of  the  man¬ 
agers  on  the  part  of  the  House,  which  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  report.  I  ask  that  the  state¬ 
ment  be  printed  at  this  pointi  n  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  so  that  all  points  of  discussion  may 
be  covered  by  the  proceedings  which  will 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excerpt 
from  the  report  (No.  1170)  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 
Statement  of  Managers  on  the  Part  of  the 
House 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing-  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  House 
to  the  bill  (S.  1747)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
pulsory  inspection  by  the  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  of  poultry  and  poul¬ 
try  products;  submit  the  following  statement 
in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action 
agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  accompanying  conference  re¬ 
port: 

The  House  amendment  struck  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  of  the  Senate  bill  and 
substituted  the  language  of  H.  R.  6814  as 
passed  by  the  House  on  July  9,  1957.  The 
bill  reported  herewith  is  a  substitute  for  the 
House  amendment  which  has  been  agreed 
upon  by  the  conferees.  Except  for  changes 
of  a  clarifying  or  technical  nature,  following 
are  the  differences  between  the  House  amend¬ 
ment  and  the  committee  substitute. 

section  s 

This  section  follows  substantially  the 
House  language  but  has  been  modified  to  in¬ 
clude  a  provision  of  the  Senate  bill  which 
provides  that  application  for  a  hearing  by  the 
Secretary  may  be  made  by  an  appropriate 
State  official,  as  well  as  by  those  persons  des¬ 
ignated  in  the  House  amendment.  As  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  conferees,  the  section  now 
provides  that  three  classes  of  persons  may 
make  application  to  the  Secretary  for  desig¬ 
nation  of  an  area  as  .a  “major  consuming 
area.”  These  are:  (1)  Any  appropriate  State 
official  representing  a  substantial  portion  of 
such  area;  (2)  any  appropriate  local  official 
or  agency  of  a  substantial  portion  of  such 
area;  or  (3)  an  appropriate  local  poultry 
Industry  group  in  such  area. 

The  committee  of  conference  reemphasizes 
the  fact  that  this  provision  as  reported  by 
the  conferees  provides  that  the  public  hear¬ 
ing  contemplated  is  a  quasi-legislative  hear¬ 
ing  and  the  facts  or  opinions  submitted 
thereat  may  be  supplemented  by  investiga¬ 
tions  by  the  Secretary  to  aid  in  his  determi¬ 
nation  as  to  whether  a  designation  of  an  area 
should  be  made.  Such  hearing  and  investi¬ 
gation  are  to  develop  npt  only  information 
as  to  the  volume  of  poultry  marketed  in  a 
major  consuming  area,  but  all  other  facts 
which  would  bear  Upon  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  designation  of  such  an  area  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  purposes  of  the  act. 

SECTION  6 

Section  6  is  substantially  the  House  lan¬ 
guage.  Subsection  (b)  was  amended  to  make 
it  plear  that  reinspection,  quarantine,  and 
segregation  of  poultry  may  take  place  at  any 
time  and  need  not  be  done  when  the  plant 
is  in  operation. 

In  connection  with  post  mortem  inspection, 
the  committee  of  conference  in  adopting  the 
House  language  reiterates  the  interpretation 
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of  the  language  as  contained  in  the  House 
report  that  “the  Secretary  *  *  *  shall  at  all 
times  provide  sufficient  inspectors  and  em¬ 
ploy  such  procedures  as  will  not  slow  down 
processing  operations  in  the  plants  being 
inspected.” 

SECTION  7 

The  committee  of  conference  has  followed 
the  House  language  in  section  7  and,  in  do¬ 
ing  so,  points  out  that  there  is  no  authority 
in  this  bill  for  the  Secretary  to  withdraw 
inspection  from  all  of  the  plants  operated 
by  a  company  if  he  finds  that  only  one  or 
more  of  such  plants  are  not  complying  with 
regulations.  Inspection  is  on  a  plant-by¬ 
plant  basis  and  may  be  withdrawn  only  from 
the  partincular  establishment  “whose  prem¬ 
ises,  facilities,  or  equipment,  or  the  opera¬ 
tion  thereof,  fail  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  this  section.” 

SECTION  8 

Subsection  (a)  was  identical  in  both  the 
House  and  Senate  versions  except  that  the 
Senate  bill  contained  authority  for  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  permit  reasonable  variations  and 
grant  exemptions  from  the  labeling  require¬ 
ments  in  any  manner  not  in  conflict  with  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act.  The 
conference  substitute  permits  exemptions  but 
requires  only  that  they  shall  not  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

Subsection  (b)  was  identical  in  both  bills 
except  that  the  Senate  bill  used  the  words 
“in  any  particular”  in  connection  with  label¬ 
ing  which  is/'false  or  misleading.”  The  con¬ 
ferees  have  adopted  the  Senate  language  in 
this  case  as  being  more  nearly  in  conformity 
with  other  similar  statutes. 

SECTION  9 

Section  9  is  identical  with  the  language  of 
the  House  amendment  except  that  a  modifi¬ 
cation  has  been  made  in  subsection  (i)  to 
permit  the  Secretary  to  grant  some  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  to  processors  of  “New  York 
dressed”  poultry  to  comply  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  act.  The  effective  date  of  the  act 
with  respect  to  its  compulsory  features  is 
January  1,  1959.  In  view  of  the, time  which 
has  elapsed  since  introduction  and  committee 
consideration  of  the  bills  the  conference  com¬ 
mittee  felt  that  some  extension  of  this  time 
might  be  needed  by  some  processors  of  “New 
York  dressed”  poultry  to  permit  the  change¬ 
over  of  their  plant  and  operations  to  the  proc- 
cessing  of  eviscerated  poultry.  The  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  House  language  will  permit  the 
Secretary  to  grant  such  extension  “pursuant 
to  rules  and  regulations  prescribed”  by  him. 
It  is,  however,  the  intent  of  the  bill  that  the 
prohibition  against  “New  York  dressed”  poul¬ 
try  be  made  fully  effective  as  soon  as  prac¬ 
ticable. 

SECTION  13 

The  committee  of  conference  has  adopted 
the  House  language  in  section  13  and,  in 
doing  so,  points  out  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  committee  that  subsection  (b)  of  this 
section  should  apply  to  public  warehouse¬ 
men  who  handle  poultry  products  in  the 
course  of  their  movement  from  processor  to 
consumer  on  the  same  terms  as  it  will  apply 
to  a  carrier.  A  public  warehouseman  is  in 
precisely  the  same  position  as  a  carrier  ex¬ 
cept  that,  instead  of  transporting,  he  stores 
goods  for  the  general  public  for  hire.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  the  committee  of  conference, 
therefore,  that  public  warehousemen  should 
be  treated  by  the  Secretary  in  exactly  the 
same  manner  as  carriers  in  enforcing  the 
provisions  of  this  act. 

SECTION  17 

The  House  language  required  knowledge  as 
an  element  of  guilt  under  this  section  with 
respect  to  a  person  who  sells  unwholesome 
or  adulterated  poultry  under  one  of  the  ex¬ 
emptions  of  the  act.  The  Senate  bill  did  not 
require  knowledge  in  this  respect  and  the 
conference  bill  follows  the  Senate  language. 


SECTION  20 

The  conference  bill  follows  substantially- 
the  wording  of  the  House  amendment  with 
the  addition  of  language  to  make  it  clear  that 
the  rates  of  overtime  and  holiday  pay  to  be 
charged  processing  establishments  may  be 
established  at  a  reasonable  uniform  rate  in¬ 
stead  of  being  figured  on  an  individual  basis. 
The  holidays  to  be  counted  with  respect  to 
Federal  employees  are  those  which  apply  to 
Federal  civil-servics  employees  either  by  law 
or  by  Executive  or  administrative  order. 
Holidays  to  be  counted  with  respect  to  State 
employees  will  be  those  legally  observed  by 
employees  of  that  State/ 

SECTION  24 

The  Senate  bill  contained  no  provision 
similar  to  section  24  of  the  House  amend¬ 
ment.  In  view  of  adoption  by  the  confer¬ 
ence  committee  of  the  House  language  in 
section  19,  providing  that  “the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Secretary  within  the  scope  of  this  act 
shall  be  exclusive,”  the  committee  felt  that 
section  24^  would  neither  add  to  nor  detract 
from  the  legal  effect  of  the  rest  of  the  bill 
but  might  be  confusing.  It  therefore  did  not 
include  this  section  in  the  conference  bill. 
Harold  D.  Cooley, 

George  M.  Grant, 

John  C.  Watts, 

Clark  W.  Thompson, 
William  S.  Hill, 

Charles  B.  Hoeven, 

Clifford  G.  McIntire, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mi-.  Maurer,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed,  without  amendment,  the 
following  bills  of  the  Senate: 

S.  319.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey¬ 
ance  to  the  State  of  Maine  of  certain  lands 
located  in  such  State; 

S.  364.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  village 
of  Wauneta,  Nebr.; 

S.  534.  An  act  to  amend  section  702  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  in  order  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  construction,  reconditioning,  or 
remodeling  of  vessels  under  the  provisions 
of  such  section  in  shipyards  in  the  conti¬ 
nental  United  States; 

S.  538.  An  act  to  amend  Public  Law  298, 
84th  Congress,  relating  to  the  Corregidor- 
Bataan  Memorial  Commission,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

S.  556.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey¬ 
ance  of  certain  real  property  of  the  United 
States  situated  in  Clark  County,  Nev.,  to 
the  State  of  Nevada  for  the  use  of  the 
Nevada  State  Board  of  Fish  and  Game  Com¬ 
missioners; 

S.  620.  An  act  to  transfer  ownership  to  Al¬ 
legany  County,  Md„  of  a  bridge  loaned  to 
such  county  by  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads; 

S.  919.  An  act  to  provide  that  certain  em¬ 
ployees  in  the  Postal  Field  Service  assigned 
to  road  duty,  and  rural  carriers,  shall  re¬ 
ceive  the  benefit  of  holidays  created  by 
Executive  order,  memorandum,  or  other  ad¬ 
ministrative  action  by  the  President; 

S.  1113.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  convey¬ 
ance  of  certain  lands  of  the  United  States 
to  the  city  of  Gloucester,  Mass-,; 

S.  1417.  An  act  relating  to  the  affairs  of 
the  Osage  Tribe  of  Indians  in  Oklahoma; 

S.  1631.  An  act  to  amend  certain  sections 
of  title  13  of  the  United  States  Code,  en¬ 
titled  “Census”; 

S.  1823.  An  act  to  authorize  the  convey¬ 
ance  of  Bunker  Hill  Island  in  Lake  Cumber¬ 
land  near  Burnside,  Ky.,  to  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Kentucky  for  public  park  pur¬ 
poses;  and 
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S.  1971.  An  act  to  amend  sections  4  (a) 
and  7  (a)  of  the  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
Act. 


The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree¬ 
ing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill 
(S.  939)  to  amend  section  22  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended. 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S. 
959)  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  to  ex¬ 
empt  certain  wheat  producers  from 
liability  under  the  act  where  all  the 
wheat  crop  is  fed  or  used  for  seed  or 
food  on  the  farm,  and  for  other  pur¬ 


poses. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS, 
1958 


The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration, 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware  that 
he  offer  his  amendment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  send  to  the  desk 
an  amendment  which  is  submitted  on  be¬ 
half  of  myself  and  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Humphrey].  I  ask  that 
the  amendment  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2,  after 
line  7,  it  is  proposed  to  insert: 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


For  an  additional  amount  for  “Marketing 
research  and  service.”  for  marketing  services, 
$3,500,000:  Provided,  That  this  paragraph 
shall  be  effective  only  upon  enactment  into 
law  of  S.  1747  of  the  85th  Congress. 


Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  has  just  adopted  the  conference 
report  on  the  mandatory  poultry  inspec¬ 
tion  bill.  The  purpose  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  implement  that  legisaltion  by 
providing  the  necessary  funds  with  which 
to  pay  the  inspectors. 

I  understand  that  the  Seantor  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]  is  favorable  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
glad  to  accept  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Delaware. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
or  the  Senator  from  Delaware  what  evi¬ 
dence  there  is  to  indicate  that  this  is 
the  correct  amount?  Why  cannot  it  be 
less?  We  have  had  no  evidence  about  it 
in  the  Appropriations  Committee. 

As  the  senior  member  of  the  committee 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  I  should  like  to 
know  about  that.  I  am  glad  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  has  agreed  to  take 
the  amendment  to  conference. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  gave  us  that  figure. 


Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  called  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture ;  and  it  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  the  Department  budget 
office  indicated,  in  response  to  request 
from  committee  staff,  that  considera¬ 
tion  has  been  given  to  that  figure.  I 
told  the  chairman  of  the  committee  that 
we  were  perfectly  willing  to  have  the 
figure  taken  to  conference,  with  that  un¬ 
derstanding.  The  bill  the  Senate  passed 
a  moment  ago  makes  it  mandatory  for 
the  Government  to  provide  these  in¬ 
spectors. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  We  had  telephoned 
information  that  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  had  given  preliminary  con¬ 
sideration  to  this  amount  of  money. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to 
the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  18, 
after  line  19,  it  is  proposed  to  insert: 

FARM  HOUSING  RESEARCH 

To  carry  out  the  provisions  of  section  603 
of  the  Housing  Act  of  1957  for  farm  housing 
research  to  be  conducted  by  land-grant  col¬ 
leges  through  grants  for  research  study  and 
analysis,  $300,000. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  relates  to  a  provision  of  the 
Housing  Act  which  was  signed  into  law 
about  1  month  ago.  I  think  it  is  highly 
important  that  t!\is  work  be  begun. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  understand  it  is  a  2- 
year  proposal. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN/  Yes;  it  is  a  2-year 
proposal,  for  $300,000  for  the  2  fiscal 
years  1958  and  1959. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Inasmuch  as  a  part  of 
the  present  fiscal  year  has  passed,  will 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  be  willing  to 
reduce  the'  item  by  one-half?  Then  we 
can  take  the  amendment  to  conference 
and  can  see  what  will  happen  there. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Let  me  say  that  I 
have  discussed  this  matter  with  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  and  also  with 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall]  .  I 
would  be  willing  to  cut  the  item  in  half, 
with  the  understanding  that  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  some  money  in  this  case  will 
enable  those  responsible  for  the  work 
to  begin  their  plans;  and  in  January  or 
February,  in  the  next  session,  when  an¬ 
other  supplemental  bill  is  before  the 
Senate,  perhaps  by  then  those  who  are 
in  charge  of  the  work  will  be  able  to 
give  the  Senate  an  understanding  of 
what  will  be  necessary  in  order  to  carry 
the  work  forward.  It  may  be  that 
$150,000  will  be  sufficient  for  the  first 
year. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  And  of  course,  a  new 
program  takes  some  time  to  get  under¬ 
way. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator 
from  Alabama  has  discussed  the  mat¬ 
ter  with  me.  It  is  another  case  in  which 
there  has  been  no  estimate  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  new  law,  which  was  signed 
on  June  30,  and,  as  the  Senator  from 


Alabama  has  said,  authorizes  $300,000 
for  the  2  years. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  am  glad  to 
have  the  chairman.of  the  committee  ac¬ 
cept  the  amendment  and  takedt  to  con¬ 
ference,  to  see  what  figure  may  be 
agreed  to.  ■  / 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  modify  the  amendment  in  the 
way  indicated? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Yes.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  modify  the  amendment  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  “$300,000”'  and  inserting  “$150,- 
000.”  / 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


CONSTRUCTION  AT  CERTAIN  MILI¬ 
TARY  INSTALLATIONS— CONFER¬ 
ENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
“Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  me,  so  I 


can  submit  the  conference  report  on 
House  bill  8240,  which  authorizes  certain 
construction  at  military  installations? 
The  report  contains  items  affecting  the 
appropriation  bill  the  Senate  has  been 
considering  today,  and  the  report  has 
already  been  agreed  to  by  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes;  I  think  it  would 
be  appropriate  to  have  the  report  con¬ 
sidered  at  this  time. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8240)  to  author¬ 
ize  certain  construction  at  military  in¬ 
stallations,  and  for  other  purposes.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING.  OFFICER.  The 
report  will  be  read,  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 
(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro- 
irom  f  ceedings  of  today.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  nonobjection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
before  me  certain  statements  which  are 


7 


explanatory  of  the  conference  report.  I 


ask  unanimous  consent  that  they  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ments  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Stennis 
As  the  bill  passed  the  House,  the  authori¬ 
ties  granted  in  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force  titles  totaled  $1,416,573,000.  The  cor¬ 
responding  authority  granted  in  the  Senate 
version  totaled  $1,203,413,000  or  $213,165,000 
less  than  the  House  version.  The  total 
agreed  to  by  the  conferees  for  title  I,  II,  and 
III  is  $1,232,495,000.  This  later  sum  is 
$184,078,000  less  than  the  House  version  and 
$29,082,000  more  than  the  Senate  version. 

I  wish  to  direct  the  Members’  attention  to 
section  406  as  it  was  agreed  to  by  the  con¬ 
ferees,  which  in  substance  is  identical  to 
that  contained  in  the  Senate  version  except 
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that  It  eliminates  the  applicability  of  the 
section  to  Wherry  Housing  and  is  designed 
to  make  certain  that  Wherry  Housing  would 
be  acquired  at  any  Installation  where  title 
VIII  Capehart  Housing  is  planned  for  con¬ 
struction. 

It  is  the  intent  of  this  legislation  that  the 
current  housing  programs  of  the  various 
services  continue  as  now  contemplated 
through  June  30,  1958.  This  section  does 
not  repeal  any  existing  law.  It  simply  re¬ 
quires  that  effective  July  1,  1958,  the  number 
of  military  family  housing  units  to  be  con¬ 
tracted  for  at  or  in  support  of  any  military 
installation  must  be  first  authorized  by  an 
annual  military  construction  authorization 
act  before  it  can  be  contracted  for. 

CHANGES  TO  H.  R.  8240  (SENATE)  IN 
CONFERENCE 
Army — title  I 

Added  F6rt  Sam  Houston,  Tex.,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $675,000  (was  in  House  version). 

Replaced  Fort  Jackson  hospital  authori¬ 
zation  in  deficiency  authorization  section; 
conferees  increased  original  amount  of  $5 
million  to  $7,500,000  (South  Carolina). 

Navy — title  II 

Inside  United  States:  (increased  by  $14,- 
181,000). 

Added  to  NAS,  Pensacola,  Fla.,  $3,512,000 
for  pier;  final  authorization,  $6,225,000. 

Deleted  entire  item  for  NAAS,  Edenton, 
N.  C.,  $199,000. 

El  Toro,  Calif.,  Marine  Corps  Air  Station, 
added  $209,000;  final  authorization,  $3,- 
620,000. 

Replaced  John  H.  Towers  Field  (for  Naval 
Academy)  with  some  language  change,  and 
to  be  located  at  Andrews  AFB,  $3,200,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejuene,  N.  C., 
added  $1,500,000  for  headquarters  building, 
final  authorization,  $2,372,000. 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island, 
S.  C.,  added  $1,501,000  for  barracks;  final  au¬ 
thorization,  $2,643,000. 

Marine  Corps  School,  Quantico,  Va.,  added 
$48,000  for  utilities;  final  authorization,  $1,- 
923,000. 

Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twenty- 
nine  Palms,  Calif.,  added  $207,000  for  ground 
improvements,  final  authorization,  $2,331,- 

000. 

Replaced  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Labora¬ 
tory,  Daingerfield,  Tex.,  final  authorization, 
$2,649,000. 

Replaced  Applied  Physics  Laboratory, 
Howard  County,  Md.,  final  authorization, 
$1,452,000. 

Outside  United  States  (increased  by  $504,- 
000)  ; 

Replaced  Naval  Air  Facility,  Naha,  Oki¬ 
nawa,  final  authorization,  $504,000. 

Air  Force — title  III  ( increased  by  $13,722,000) 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara 
Falls,  N.  Y.,  added  $393,000;  final  authori¬ 
zation,  $674,000. 

Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio,  added  $141,000;  final  authoriza¬ 
tion,  $358,000. 

Replaced  Marietta  Air  Force  Station,  Ma¬ 
rietta,  Pa.,  $2,438,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  ©a.,  added  primary 
runway  and  apron  taxiway,  $10,750,000;  final 
authorization,  $13,104,000. 

New  totals 


Inside  United 

States _ 

Outside  United 

States _ 

Classified . . 

Total _ 

Grand  total 


Army 


$115, 624, 000 

34. 477, 000 
143, 002, 000 


Navy 


$230,356,000 

48, 199, 000 
59, 066, 000 


293, 103, 000  337,  61 1,  000  601,  781,  000 


Air  Force 


DEFENSE  OFFICIALS’  COMMENTS  ON  APPROPRI¬ 
ATED  FUNDS  VERSUS  CAPEHART 

Reference  to  statements  by  military  offi¬ 
cials  concerning  appropriated  fund  hous¬ 
ing  versus  payment  (Capehart  family 
housing  construction  programs.  You  will  re¬ 
member  Secretary  Wilson  said  when  asked 
his  opinion  as  a  businessman: 

“I  think  the  answer  to  that  is  'Yes,’  that 
it  is  cheapest  to  do  it  with  Government 
funds,  unless  you  do  it  in  such  a  way  that 
it  is  more  or  less  off  your  military  post  or 
something  like  that  in  a  separate  housing 
business. 

“But  if  we  have  to  be  responsible  for  the 
rent  for  20  years  or  something  like  that,  or 
repurchase  it  like  we  have  to  do  with  ware¬ 
houses,  I  would  say  it  really  would  be  cheap¬ 
er  to  put  the  money  up  in  the  first  place, 
because,  basically,  our  Government  has  the 
best  credit  in  the  United  States;  it  can  bor¬ 
row  money  cheaper. 

“This  was  an  effort,  I  suppose,  to  avoid 
taxing  the  people  now  with  a  big  budget 
and  trying  to  get  the  budget  down.” 

Secretary  Wilson' further  said  in  respond¬ 
ing  to  a  question  concerning  the  possibility 
of  overbuilding  of  family  housing  units: 

“As  I  said  awhile  ago,  I  believe  in  evo¬ 
lution,  not  revolution,  and  I  am  very  frank  to 
say  that  if  we  could  suddenly  build  within  1 
year  all  the  stated  requirements  of  the 


ending  June  30,  1958,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.  7 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTES  OF  HEALTH 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  there  was 
provided  by  the  Congress  for  the  fiscal 
year  1958  a  total  of  $211,183,000  for  the 
medical-research  programs,  represent¬ 
ing  an  increase  of  $21  million  over  the 
amount  approved  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  for  submission  in  the  President’s 
budget. 

The  National  Institutes  of  Health  sub¬ 
mitted  apportionment  requests  for  the 
first  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  provisions  of  the  antideficiency 
statute,  for  a  total  of  $138,522,850.  The 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  approved  appor¬ 
tionment  allowances  of  $120,805,000  for 
the  first  quarter,  a  reduction  of  $17,- 
1717,850. 

The  Senate  should  have  no  sympathy 
with  the  arbitrary  and  capricious  ad¬ 
ministrative  action  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  withholding  a  substantial  portion 
of  the  funds  appropriated  by  Congress 
for  medical  research.  The  appropria¬ 
tions  subcommittees  and  the  full  Appro¬ 
priations  Committees  of  both  Houses  of 


services  for  housing,  we  would  overbuild  Congress  reviewed  in  great  detail  the 


and  we  would  have  a  particular  reaction 
from  the  public,  because  these  people  are 
living  someplace  now;  they  are  not  quite 
living  where  they  would  like  to,  but  millions 
of  other  Americans  are  not  quite  living 
where  they  would  like  to  either. 

T  think  it  [referring  to  famly  housing] 


research  programs  proposed  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health  for  fiscal  year 
1958.  Scientists  and  doctors  from  both 
the  National  Institutes  of  Health  and 
from  private  institutions  presented  fac¬ 
tual  testimony  showing  that  there  are 


needs  to  be  improved  and  it  is  one  of  the  urgent  problems  to  be  attacked  by  medi- 


morale  factors  in  keeping  the  good  men  in 
the  service.  And  I  want  to  make  some 
progress  with  it  but  I  do  not  want  to  try 
to  do  it  overnight  and  make  some  big  mis¬ 
takes.” 

*  •  *  *  * 

Secretary  Quarles  when  asked  a  similar 
question  responded  in  part: 

“I  certainly  agree  that  appropriated  funds 
would  show  a  lower  cumulative  cost  over 
'amortization.”  » 

•  *  •  *  * 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Army  Dewey 
Short  when  he  appeared  before  the  commit¬ 
tee  said  in  response  to  your  question: 

“Senator  Stennis.  Would  you  mind  '  a 
brief  interruption  right  there?  We  have 
been  concerned  with  you,  about  which  is 
the  best  program.  Are  you  free  to  give  us 
an  opinion — I  will  put  it  this  way:  Don’t 
you  think  the  Government  gets  more  for  its 
dollar  just  to  go  on  and  appropriate  the 
money  and  build  these  houses? 

‘Mr.  Short.  There  is  no  doubt  about  it.  I 


$394, 076,000 


cal  research,  and  that  a  successful  at¬ 
tack  requires  additional  funds.  A  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  carefully  reviewed 
the  actions  taken  by  both  Houses,  and 
reached  decisions  reflecting  weeks  of 
hearings  and  study. 

Officials  in  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
then  perverted  a  law — the  antideficiency 
statute — to  override  the  considered  will 
of  Congress  by  making  available  to  the 
National  Institutes  of  Health  for  the  first 
quarter  of  fiscal  year  1958,  $17.7  million 
less  than  was  available  and  needed. 

If  the  refusal  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  to  make  available  to  the  National 
Institutes  of  Health  the  full  amount  ap- 
ropriated  by  Congress  is  not  reversed, 
the  medical  research  of  the  entire  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  will  be  seriously  set  back. 

ully  planned  research  will  be  cut 
off — fqr  example,  studies  in  infectious 

— - - -  diseases,  including  research  aimed  at 

have  felt  for  years  and  think  most  of  the  dealing  more  effectively  with  the  influ- 
members  of  the  House  Armed  Services  com-  enza  epidemic  which  now  threatens  the 
mittee  have  felt  strongly  for  a  long  time  NEfikm.  The  continuing  research  for 
that  vou  get  more  for  your  dollar  by  having  ,  ,  TV  ...  .  ...  .  , 

appropriated  funds  for  houses.  The  only  diugs  for_diabetes  will  be  lmpaned. 

trouble  is  that  the  need  is  so  great  and  the  The  research  for  drugs  effective  m  deal- 
volume  of  money  needed  is  so  enormous  we  ing  with  cancel*,  which  has  developed  so 
can’t  do  it.”  auspiciously  over  the  past  year,  will  be 

Mr  STENNIS  Mr  President  I  move  deflnitely  handicapped,  and  many  other 
4.v,Mr’^S1r'r  N  1- Fie  4  em’ 1  m°Ve  urgent  and  vital  programs  will  suffer, 

the  adoption  of  the  report.  The  fuU  effects  appdar  in  detailed  ma_ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Serial  submitted  for  inclusion  in  the  hear- 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  ings  on  the  pending  bill, 
of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi.  in  addition  to  these  specific  harassing 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  and  very  injurious  impediments,  the  ac- 

“"■•Tion  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  seri¬ 
ously  interferes  with  the  orderly  and 


1, 232, 495, 000 


160,703,000  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  efBCient  execution  of  the  Government’s 
47,  ooo,  ooo  1958  business  by  establishing  fiscal .  uncer- 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  tainty  as  a  principle  of  administration, 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  making  supple-  Finally,  the  action  directly  and  irrespon- 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  sibly  thwarts  the  will  of  Congress. 

I  1 
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In,  short,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
under  .the  guise  of  technical  provisions  of 
a  law  designed  to  prevent  overspending 
by  executive  agencies,  has  imposed  upon 
the  American  people  their  judgments  as 
to  the  proper  levels  of  research  support 
contrary  to  th,e  will  and  judgment  of  the 
Congress.  This  is  a  most  serious  and  dis¬ 
turbing  development  in  our  system  of 
Government,  andy  one  which  Congress 
cannot  allow  to  pass  unrecognized. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  kr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  ask  a  few  questions  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Subcommittee  on  the  Air 
Force  Academy.  I  refer  to  the  47  hous¬ 
ing  facilities  which  are  to  be  built  at 
that  Academy.  They  are  to  house  the 
Superintendent  and  the  deans.  The 
Superintendent’s  house  was  to  cost  $75,- 
000.  There  were  to  be  2  houses  at  $50,000 
each,  and  44  houses  at  $30,000  each. 

The  first  question  concerns  what  is 
supposed  to  be  custom-made  furniture 
which  has  been  requested.  Has  the  com¬ 
mittee  approved  of  the  type  of  furniture 
which  has  been  requested? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  that,  in  the  first  place, 
it  was  considered  not  proper  to  have  a 
$95,000  house  for  the  head  of  the  Acad¬ 
emy.  It  was  not  considered  proper  to 
have  a  $75,000  house  for  the  dean,  as 
the  Senator  will  see  from  the  committee 
report.  The  committee  has  not  approved 
those  figures.  It  was  not  considered 
proper  to  have  the  other  items  to  which 
the  Senator  has  referred.  The  board  of 
estimates  and  those  who  have  to  do  with 
the  Air  Academy  at  Colorado  Springs 
have  nothing  to  do  with  those  figures. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  What  I  should  like  to' 
learn  particularly  is  actually  what  the 
deans  are  paid.  Do  I  undestand  cor¬ 
rectly  that  each  one  has  a  house  pro¬ 
vided? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Each  dean  is  supposed 
to  have  a  house  provided  for  him. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  How  many  houses 
will  be  provided  for  how  many  teachers? 
The  figure  is  47,  as  I  have  read  it  from 
the  record. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  would  not  be  sur¬ 
prised  if  the  Senator  were  correct. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  refer  to  page  375  of 
the  hearings. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  also  see,  by  refer¬ 
ring  to  page  376,  that  25  percent  of  the 
houses  are  to  be  furnished,  at  a  cost  of 
$5,000  for  each  house. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  refers  to 
page  376  of  the  hearings. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Yes;  in  the  middle  of 
the  page. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

I  read  from  page  376  of  the  hearings: 

Senator  Smith.  You  say  you  are  not  going 
to  have  custom-made  furniture  for  the 
houses.  Could  you  give  us  an  estimate  of 
how  much  it  is  going  to  cost  for  the  furnish¬ 
ings  in  the  houses? 

Colonel  Witters.— 

I  had  a  letter  from  Colonel  Witters 
today.  He  is  leaving.  He  is  through 
with  that  place. 

Colonel  Witters.  Senator,  we  are  planning 
on  44  colonels’  houses  and  25  percent  of 
them  will  be  furnished  with  Government 
furniture  at  $5,000  a  house. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  That  Is  as  I  under¬ 
stand  it. 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Then,  am  I  correct 
in  my  understanding  that  one-quarter 
of  those  houses  will  be  furnished  at  a 
cost  of  about  $5,000  each? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct, 
$5,000. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  What  is  the  teach¬ 
ers:  annual  salary? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  They  will  have  salar¬ 
ies,  they  will  have  houses,  and  they  will 
get  furniture  benefits. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Can  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  tell  me  what  their  yearly 
salary  is? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  cannot  tell  the  Sena¬ 
tor  that.  It  depends  on  what  category 
a  teacher  is  in.  As  I  understand  from  a 
member  of  the  staff,  it  is  roughly  $10,000 
a  year. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Then,  their  salaries 
would  be  approximately  $10,000  a  year, 
and  they  would  be  furnished  with  houses 
to  live  in? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  A  salary,  a  house, 
$5,000  worth  of  furniture,  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  would  be  surprised  what  else. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  It  is  my  understand¬ 
ing  that  the  total  sum  for  architect’s 
fees  for  the  Air  Force  Academy  will  be 
about  $8*/2  million,  covering  the  entire 
project? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  is  low  in 
his  figure. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Perhaps  the  figure  is 
$9*4  million. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  will  be  more  than 
that.  The  total  amount  now  appropri¬ 
ated,  if  the  Senator 'from  Mississippi  will 
bear  me  out,  is  about  $116  million;  but 
we  shall  be  lucky,  when  we  get  through, 
if  it  is  not  $150  million. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  find,  from  looking 
at  page  383  of  the  hearings,  that  we  shall 
pay  the  architects  6  percent  for  plans 
and  &  percent  for  supervision.X  , 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct.  Some 
Georgia  boys  got  in  there;  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Will  the  Senatorfrom 
New  Mexico  give  me  his  views  on'  the 
chapel,  which  is  supposed  to  be  built  at 
a  cost  of  $3  million? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  believe  in  prayer - 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  So  do  I. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  But  not  to  that  extent. 
Yes,  I  believe  in  prayer,  but  I  think  that 
the  chapel  sought  to  be  provided  for  the 
Air  Force  Academy  is  un-Christian. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Un-Christian? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  and  I  feel  the  same  way, 
and  I  know  the  distinguished  Repre¬ 
sentative  from  Texas,  George  Mahon, 
emphasized  that,  while  we  in  the  Con¬ 
gress  cannot  design  the  chapel,  we  can 
be  critical.  We  were  very  critical  a  year 
ago.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  criti¬ 
cism  at  that  time.  I  have  personally 
discussed  the  question  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Air  Force  and  urged  that  he 
give  just  as  much  attention  to  that  mat¬ 
ter  as  he  possibly  can,  to  see  if  there 
cannot  be  built  a  chapel— and  we  want 
a  chapel  there — that  is  reasonable  in 
cost,  and  is  satisfactory  and  pleasing  in 
design,  without  being  extreme  in  design. 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  I  would  say,  over  and 


above  that,  let  us  have  a  chapel  that  has 
humility,  that  is  fit  to  be  the  House  of 
the  Lord.  Let  us  not  have  an  extrava¬ 
ganza. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Let  us  have  a  chapel 
that  will  reflect  Christianity. 

An  attempt  is  being  made  to  construct 
a  chapel  at  Colorado  Springs  which  does 
not  represent  Christianity.  / 

Mr.  LAUSCHE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  commend  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico,  on  the  basis  of  the  questions 
which  he  put  in  the  committee  hear¬ 
ings.  Every  one  of  them  indicates  a 
purpose  of  practicing  economy  and  using 
decent  and  good  judgment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  truly  believe  that  the 
Air  Academy  at  Colorado  Springs,  the 
Academy  at  West  Point,  and  the  Naval 
Academy  should  all  have  religious  serv¬ 
ices.  But  I  do  not  believe  that  in  order 
to  carry  out  religious  purposes  it  is  de¬ 
sirable  to  have  a  type  of  chapel  which 
indicates  material  wealth.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  is  necessary. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendments  and  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9131)  was  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its  amend¬ 
ments,  request  a  conference  thereon  with 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  that 
the  Chair  appoint  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Hayden, 
Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Chavez,  Mr.  Ellender, 
Mr.  Hill,  Mr.  Holland,  Mr.  Stennis,  Mr. 
SALTONSTALL,  Ml*.  YOUNG,  Mr.  KNOWLAND, 
Mr.  Thye,  Mr.  Mundt,  and  Mrs.  Smith 
of  Maine  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  there  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  a  tabulation  of  the  project 
program  for  military  construction  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  for  execution  by  the  Serv¬ 
ices  for  the  fiscal  year  1958,  and  con¬ 
curred  in  by  the  Senate,  in  the  passage 
of  the  appropriation  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tabula¬ 
tion  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  a§  follows: 

Project  program  for  military  construction 

approved  by  the  Senate  Appropriations 

Committee  for  execution  by  the  services, 

fiscal  year  1958 

Department  of  the  Army 

CONTINENTAL  UNITED  STATES 


Ordnance  Corps: 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Md _ _  $2,  288, 000 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Ala _ .  2, 015,000 

Jet  Propulsion  Laboratory,  California.  130, 000 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Ill _ _  758,  IKK) 

Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  OregN _ .  136, 000 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebr„ .V.....  249,000 

Umatilla  Ordnance  Depot,  OregA,...  258,000 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  N. 

Mex . \  16,530,000 


Total,  Ordnance  Corps . .  \  22, 364, 000 


Quartermaster  Corps: 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Oa _  579. 000 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pa.  1, 095, 000 

Fort  Lee,  Va . . . . . .  6, 417, 000 

Seattle  Quartermaster  Depot,  Wash..  40,000 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  Calif _ ....  765,000 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Tex _ _  1, 789, 009 


Total,  Quartermaster  Corps.. .  10, 685, 000 
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(b)  Enlarging,  diminishing,  or  otherwise 
affecting  the  jurisdiction  o£  the  courts  ol 
the  United  States. 

(c)  Impairing  or  affecting  any  existing 
rights  of  the  United  States  to  waters  of  the 
Klamath  River  Basin  now  beneficially  used 
by  the  United  States;  nor  any  power  or 
capapity  of  the  United  States  to  acquire 
rights  in  and  to  the  use  of  the  said  waters 
of  said  basin  by  purchase,  donation,  or  emi¬ 
nent  domain. 

Sec.  5  (a)  The  Federal  representative  to 
the  Commission  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  and  shall  report  to  the  President 
either  directly  or  through  such  agency  or 
official  of  the  Government  as  the  President 
may  specify.  Such  representative  shall  have 
no  vote. 

(b)  The  Federal  representative  shall  re¬ 
ceive  compensation  and  shall  be  entitled  to 
travel  expenses,  including  per  diem  in  lieu 
of  subsistence,  in  the  same  manner  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  experts  and  consultants  under  sec¬ 
tions  5  and  15  of  the  Administrative  Ex¬ 
penses  Act  of  1946  and  the  Travel  Expense 
Act  of  1949,  except  (1)  that  his  term  of  serv¬ 
ice  shall  be  governed  by  the  terms  of  this 
act  and  shall  not  be  affected  by  the  time 
limitations  of  said  section  15,  and  (2)  his 
per  diem  rate  of  compensation  shall  be  in 
such  amount,  not  in  excess  of  $100,  as  the 
President  shall  specify,  but  the  total  amount 
of  compensation  payable  in  any  one  calendar 
year  shall  not  exceed  $15,000:  Provided,  That 
if  the  Federal  representative  be  an  em¬ 
ployee  of  the  United  States  he  shall  serve 
without  additional  compensation:  Provided 
further.  That  a  retired  military  officer  or  a 
retired  Federal  civilian  officer  or  employee 
may  be  appointed  as  such  representative, 
without  prejudice  to  his  retired  status,  and 
he  shall  receive  compensation  as  authorized 
herein  in  addition  to  his  retired  pay  or  annu¬ 
ity  but  the  sum  of  his  retired  pay  or  annuity 
and  such  additional  compensation  as  may  be 
payable  hereunder  shall  hot  exceed  $15,000 
in  any  one  calendar  year.  \ 

(c)  The  Federal  represehtative  shall  be 
provided  with  office  space,  consulting,  engi¬ 
neering,  and  stenographic  service,  and  other 
necessary  administrative  services. 

(d)  The  compensation  of  the  Federal  rep¬ 
resentative  shall  be  paid  from  the  current 
appropriation  for  salaries  in  th^  White  House 
Office.  Travel  and  other  expenses  provided 
for  in  subsections  (b)  and  (c)\of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  paid  from  any  current  appro¬ 
priation  or  appropriations  selected  by  the 
head  of  such  agency  or  agencies  as  may  be 
designated  by  the  President  to  provide  for 
such  expenses. 

Sec.  6.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  re¬ 
peal  this  act  is  expressly  reserved. 


er  an 
sk. 

On 


Mr.  ENGLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  o 
amendment  which  I  send  to  the 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Engle! 
page  31,  line  18,  strike  out  ‘‘$100”  and  insert 
‘‘$50.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  a: 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  w 
laid  on  the  table. 


amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8240)  to  authorize  certain  construction  at 
military  installations,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  con¬ 
ference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as 
follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
I  follows :  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to 
,  be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  in¬ 
sert  the  following: 

‘‘title  i 

“Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may 
establish  or  develop  military  installations 
and  facilities  by  acquiring,  constructing, 
converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  includ- 
,  ing  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utili¬ 
ties  and  equipment,  for  the  following  proj¬ 
ects; 

“Inside  the  United  States 
“Technical  Services  Facilities 
“(Ordnance  Corps) 

"Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland: 
Troop  housing,  $2,288,000. 

“Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Alabama: 
Utilities,  $2,015,000. 

“Jet  propulsion  laboratory,  California: 
Utilities,  $130,000. 

“Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois:  Sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  utilities,  $758,000. 

“Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebraska:  Main¬ 
tenance  facility,  $249,000. 

“White  Sands  Proving  Ground,  New  Mexi¬ 
co:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  research  and  devel¬ 
opment  facilities,  storage  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $16,530,000. 

“  ( Quartermaster  Corps ) 

“Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia:  Opera¬ 
tional  facility,  land  acquisition,  and  utili¬ 
ties,  $595,000. 

“New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Penn¬ 
sylvania:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$464,000. 

“Fort  Lee,  Virginia:  Operational  facility, 
storage  facilities,  hospital  facility,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities,  $5,417,000. 

“Seattle  Quartermaster  Market  Center, 
Washington:  Land  acquisition,  $40,000. 

“Sharpe  General  Depot,  California:  Oper¬ 
ational  facilities,  and  utilities,  $110,000. 

“Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas:  Oper¬ 
ational  facility,  and  land  acquisition,  $95,- 
000. 

“(Chemical  Corps) 

“Fort  Detrick,  Maryland:  Utilities,  $627,- 
000. 

“Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah.  Troop 
housing,  $54,000. 

“(Signal  Corps) 

“Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Troop  housing, 
$1,936,000. 

"(Corps  of  Engineers) 

“Cold  regions  laboratory,  Hanover,  New 
Hampshire:  Research  and  development  fa¬ 
cility,  $2,496,000. 

“Fort  Bel  voir,  Virginia:  Operational  fa¬ 


cilities,  training  facility,  and  maintenance 
A  similar  House  bill  was  laid  on  the  facility,  $i,654,ooo. 

hie  “Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois: 


table, 


CONSTRUCTION  OP  CERTAIN 
MILITARY  INSTALLATIONS 

Mr.  VINSON  submitted  the  following 
conference  report  and  statement  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  8240)  to  authorize  certain 
construction  at  military  installations: 

Military  Construction  Act  op  1957  (H. 

Rept.  No.  1193) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disa¬ 
greeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 


^Utilities,  $765,000. 

“(Transportation  Corps) 

“Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $1,169,000. 

"Charleston  TC  Depot,  South  Carolina: 
Operational  facilities,  $306,000. 

“Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $562,000. 
“(Medical  Corps) 

“Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center,  Colo¬ 
rado:  Troop  housing,  $937,000. 

“Walter  Reed  Medical  Center,  Washington, 
D.  C.:  Utilities,  $1,920,000. 


“Field  Forces  Facilities 
"(First  Army  area) 

“Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts:  Operational 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utili¬ 
ties,  $6,719,000. 

“(Second  Army  area) 

“A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation,  Virginia: 
Troop  housing,  $153,000. 

“Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities 
and  utilities,  $4,205,000. 

“Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $589,000. 

“Fort  Ritchie,  Maryland:  Troop  housing, 
$820,000. 

“(Third  Army  area) 

“Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,583,- 
000. 

“Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Operational 
and  maintenance  facilities,  $1,051,000. 

“Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky:  Operational 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  ground  im¬ 
provements,  and  utilities,  $5,117,000. 

“Fort  Rucker,  Alabama :  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  troop  housing,  $7,549,000. 

“Fort  Stewart,  Georgia:  Troop  housing, 
$3,691,000. 

“(Fourth  Army  area) 

“Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
storage  facilites,  medical  facility,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $7,704,000. 

“Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Operational  facilities, 
training  facilities,  administrative  facility, 
maintenance  facilities,  community  facility, 
and  utilities,  $2,362,000. 

"Fort  Polk,  Louisiana:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing, 
and  utilities,  $7,734,000. 

“Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas:  Acquisition  of 
land  and  improvements,  $675,000. 

“(Fifth  Army  area) 

“Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Utilities,  $1,049,- 
000. 

“Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Utilities, 
$336,000. 

“Fort  Riley,  Kansas:  Operational  facility, 
maintenance  facility,  and  troop  housing, 
$2,525,000. 

“Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Missouri:  Troop 
housing,  $4,663,000. 

“(Sixth  Army  area) 

“Fort  Lewis,  Washington:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  maintenance  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  community  facility,  and  utili¬ 
ties,  $1,487,000. 

“Fort  Ord,  California:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$3,307,000. 

“(Military  Academy) 

“United  Stages  Military  Academy,  West 
Point,  New  York:  Utilities,  $1,666,000. 

“(Armed  Forces  special  weapons) 

“Various  installations:  Operational  facil¬ 
ity,  community  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,056,000. 

“(Tactical  installations  support  facilities) 

“Various  locations:  Operational  facility, 
maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  community  facilities, 
troop  housing,  family  housing,  and  utilities, 
$8,466,000. 

Outside  continental  United  States 
“(Alaskan  area) 

“Alaska  general,  Eielson  Air  Force  Base, 
Fort  Greely,  Ladd  Air  Force  Base,  Fort 
Richardson,  and  tactical  installations:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  family  housing, 
and  utilities,  $4,143,000. 

"(Pacific  Command  area) 

“Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Hawaii:  Medical 
facilities,  $154,000. 
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"(Caribbean  command  area) 

"Fort  Buchanan,  Puerto  Rico:  Utilities, 
$137,000. 

“Fort  Gulick,  Canal  Zone:  Community 
facility,  $289,000. 

"(United  States  Army,  Europe) 

“Various  locations:  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  storage  facilities,  $20,754,000. 

"(Army  Forces  Far  East) 

"Various  installations:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  training  facilities,  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
medical  facilities,  and  utilities,  $9,000,000. 

"Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may 
establish  or  develop  classified  military  in¬ 
stallations  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  con¬ 
structing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  in¬ 
stalling  permanent  or  temporary  public 
■works,  including  land  acquisition,  site  prep¬ 
aration,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equip¬ 
ment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $143,002,000. 

"Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  purchase  out  of  appropriations 
available  for  military  construction  family 
housing  including  necessary  land  at,  or 
near,  military  tactical  installations  for  as¬ 
signment  as  public  quarters  to  military  per¬ 
sonnel  and  their  dependents.  Not  more 
than  300  units  of  such  housing  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  under  this  section.  Space  limitations 
per  unit  will  be  in  accordance  with  sub¬ 
sections  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section  4774 
of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  and  cost 
limitations  as  now  or  hereafter  established 
for  military  housing  constructed  with  ap¬ 
propriated  funds. 

“Sec.  104.  (a)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third 
Congress,  is  amended,  under  the  heading 
‘Continental  United  States’  in  section  101, 
as  follows : 

“Under  the  subheading  'Technical  Serv¬ 
ices  Facilities  (Ordnance  Corps)’  with  re¬ 
spect  to  Red  River  Arsenal,  Texas,  strike  out 
‘$1,808,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,- 
212,000.’ 

"(b)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  section  502  the  amounts 
‘$44,003,000’  and  ‘$133,671,000’  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  place  thereof  ‘$44,407,000’  and 
‘$134,075,000’,  respectively. 

"Sec.  105.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the 
heading  ‘Continental  United  States’  in  sec¬ 
tion  101,  as  follows: 

"Under  the  subheading  ‘Technical  Services 
Facilities  (Signal  Corps)’  with  respect  to  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army  transmitting  station, 
vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland,  strike 
out  ‘$2,360,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$3,137,000’. 

"Under  the  subheading  ‘Field  Forces  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Military  Academy)’  with  respect  to 
United  States  Military  Academy,  New  York, 
strike  out  ‘$9,950,000’  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$11,983,000’. 

"(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  clause  (1)  of  section  502  the  amounts 
‘$129,096,000’  and  ‘$236,060,000’  and  inserting 
in  place  thereof  ‘$131,906,000’  and  ‘$238,- 
870,000’,  respectively. 

"Sec.  106.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty- 
fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
under  the  heading  ‘Continental  United 
States’  in  section  101,  as  follows: 

"Under  the  subheading  ‘Technical  Services 
Facilities  (Ordnance  Corps) ’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Aberdeen  Proving 
Ground,  Maryland,  strike  out  ‘$1,736,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,039,000’. 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  De¬ 
pot,  New  York,  strike  out  ‘$129,000’  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  ‘$212,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Technical  Services 
Facilities  (Quartermaster  Corps)  ’ — with  re¬ 
spect  to  Fort  Lee,  Virginia,  strike  out  ‘$8,- 
589,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$9,- 
874,000’. 


"Under  the  subheading  ‘Technical  Services 
Facilities  (Chemical  Corps)’ — 

“  ( 1 )  with  respect  to  Camp  Detrick,  Mary¬ 
land,  strike  out  ‘$452,000’  and  Insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$525,000’. 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Dugway  Proving 
Ground,  Utah,  strike  out  ‘$1,129,000’  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,491,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Technical  Services 
Facilities  (Transportation  Corps)’ —  , 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base, 
New  York,  strike  out  ‘$1,055,000’  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  ‘$1,240,000’. 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Eustis,  Virginia, 
strike  out  ‘$6,597,000’  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$8,072,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Technical  Services 
(Medical  Corps)’ — 

Facilities  (Medical  Corps)’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medical 
Center,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$549,000’  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  ‘$876,000’. 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hospi¬ 
tal,  Washington,  strike  out  ‘$333,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$669,000’. 

“(3)  with  respect  to  Walter  Reed  Army 
Medical  Center,  District  of  Columbia,  strike 
out  ‘$3,557,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$4,472,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Field  Forces  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Second  Army  Area)’ — with  respect 
to  Fort  Holabird,  Maryland,  strike  out  ‘$612,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$800,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Field  Forces  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Third  Army  Area)’ — with  respect  to 
Camp  Jackson,  South  Carolina,  strike  out 
‘$5,000,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$7,- 
500,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Field  Forces  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Fourth  Army  Area)’ — with  respect 
to  Fort  Hood,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$12,922,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$14,283,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Field  Forces  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Fifth  Army  Area)’ — 

“  ( 1 )  with  respect  to  Fort  Carson,  Col¬ 
orado,  strike  out  ‘$7,487,000’  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  ‘$8,621,000’. 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth, 
Kansas,  strike  out  ‘$8,615,000’  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  ‘$9,893,000’. 

“(3)  with  respect  to  Camp  Lucas,  Michi¬ 
gan,  strike  out  ‘$145,000’.  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$193,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Field  Forces  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons  Proj¬ 
ect)’ — with  respect  to  various  installations, 
strike  out  ‘$3,014,000’  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$3,204,000’. 

“(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the 
heading  ‘Outside  Continental  United  States’ 
in  section  101  as  follows: 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Alaskan  Area’ — 
with  respect  to  Wildwood  Station  (Kenai) 
strike  out  ‘$469,000’  and  insert  in  place  there¬ 
of  ‘$559,000’. 

“(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  clause  (1)  of  section  502  the  amounts 
‘$225,277,000’,  ‘$74,984,000’,  and  ‘$534,254,- 

000’  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  ‘$237,- 
320,000’,  ‘$75,074,000’,  and  ’$546,387,000’,  re¬ 
spectively. 

Sec.  107.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth 
Congress  is  amended  under  the  heading  ‘In¬ 
side  the  United  States’  in  section  101  as 
follows: 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Technical  Services 
Facilities  (Ordnance  Corps)  ’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  De¬ 
pot,  New  York,  strike  out  ‘$88,000’  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  ‘$136,000’. 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Redstone  Arsenal,  Al¬ 
abama,  strike  out  ‘$6,159,000’  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  ‘$8,593,000’. 

Under  the  subheading  ‘Technical  Services 
Facilities  (Quartermaster  Corps)’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Atlanta  General 
Depot,  strike  out  ‘$832,000’  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  ‘$984,000’. 


“(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Worth  General 
Depot,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$1,285,000’  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,847,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Field  Forces  Facil¬ 
ities’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Bliss.  Texas, 
strike  out  ‘$5,301,000’  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$8,293,000’. 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma, 
strike  out  ‘$4,173,000’  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$5,798,000’. 

“(3)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth, 
Kansas,  strike  out  ‘$1,092,000’  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  ‘$1,373,000’. 

■  “(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out 
in  section  102,  ‘$200,783,000’  and  inserting  in 
place  thereof  ‘$203,331,000’. 

“(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  clause  (1)  of  section  402  the  amounts 
‘$86,916,000’,  ‘$200,783,000’,  and  ‘$323,462,000’ 
and  inserting  in  place  thereof  ‘$95,010,000’, 
‘$203,331,000’,  and  ‘$334,104,000’,  respectively. 
“title  ii 

“Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may 
establish  or  develop  military  installations 
and  facilities  by  acquiring,  constructing, 
converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing,  per¬ 
manent  or  temporary  public  works,  includ¬ 
ing  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities, 
and  equipment  for  the  following  projects: 

“ Inside  the  United  States 
“Shipyard  Facilities 

“Naval  Engineering  Experiment  Station, 
Annapolis,  Maryland:  Development  and  test 
facilities,  $618,000. 

“Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Washington: 
Drydock  $25,438,000.  • 

“Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York: 
Utilities,  $1,452,000. 

“Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California: 
Facilities  for  remedying  effects  of  ground 
subsidies,  $1,500,000. 

“Naval  Submarine  Base,  New  London,  Con¬ 
necticut:  Waterfront  facilities,  $2,966,000. 

“Fleet  Base  Facilities 

“Naval  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Troop 
housing,  $1,326,000. 

“Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California: 
Waterfront  facilities,  $544,000. 

“Naval  Station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island: 
Troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $2,729,000. 

"Aviation  Facilities 
"(Naval  air  training  stations) 

"Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chase  Field, 
Texas:  Operational  facilities,  $566,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas: 
Operational  facilities  (Optical  landing  sys¬ 
tem),  $140,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Utili¬ 
ties,  $293,000. 

“Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville, 
Texas:  Operational  facilities  (Optical  land¬ 
ing  system) ,  $160,000. 

“Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Meridian,  Mis¬ 
sissippi:  Operational  facilities,  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $13,387,000. 

“Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia, 
Louisiana:  Operational  facilities,  and  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $3,653,000. 

"Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $6,225,000. 

“Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Saufley  Field, 
Florida:  Operational  facilities  .{Tactical  air 
navigation  facility) ,  $39,000. 

"(Fleet  support  air  stations) 

"Naval  Air  Stations,  Alameda,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  (Guided  missile  sup¬ 
port  facilities) ,  $185,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Brunswick,  Maine: 
Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$180,000. 

"Naval  Air  Station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$5,089,000. 
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"Naval  Air  Station,  Chlncoteague,  Virginia: 
Operational  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$2,818,000. 

“Naval  Auxiliary  landing  Field,  Crows 
Landing,  California:  Operational  facilities 
(Tactical  air  navigation  facility),  $39,000. 

“Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro, 
California:  Operational  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $4,310,000. 

“Naval  Auxilitary  Air  Station,  Fallon,  Ne¬ 
vada:  Operational  facilities,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $4,199,000. 

“Naval  Seaplane  Facility,  Harvey  Point, 
North  Carolina :  Operational  facilities,  water¬ 
front  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$5,728,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Jacksonville,  Flor¬ 
ida:  Operational  facilities  (Tactical  air  nav¬ 
igation  facility),  $39,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Key  West,  Florida: 
Operational  facilities  (Optical  landing  sys¬ 
tem)  ,  $130,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Lemoore,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities 
and  utilities,  $27,535,000. 

“Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mayport, 
Florida:  Operational  facilities,  $384,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar,  California: 
Operational  facilities,  $3,401,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Op¬ 
erational  facilities  (Tactical  Air  Navigation 
facility),  $39,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  North  Island,  San 
Diego,  California:  Maintenance  facilities,  and 
supply  facilities,  $7,964,000. 

"Naval  Air  Station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,975,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Quonset  Point,  Rhode 
Island:  Operational  facilities  (Aircraft  park¬ 
ing  areas) ,  $882,000. 

“Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  San  Clem¬ 
ente  Island,  California:  Operational  facilities, 
waterfront  facilities,  and  utilities,  $9,448,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Whidbey  Island,  Wash¬ 
ington:  Operational  facilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $9,365,000. 

“(Marine  Corps  air  stations) 

“Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Beau¬ 
fort,  South  Carolina:  Operational  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,632,000. 

“Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point, 
North  Carolina:  Operational  facilities,  main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $6,503,000. 

“Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Operational  facilities,  $3,620,000. 

“Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mo¬ 
jave,  California:  Land  acquisition,  $3,281,000. 

“Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,  New  River, 
North  Carolina:  Operational  facilities, 
$39,000. 

“(Special  purpose  air  stations) 

“Naval  Air  Development  Center,  Johns- 
ville,  Pennsylvania:  Operational  facilities, 
$39,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent  River,  Mary¬ 
land:  Operational  facilities,  $2,209,000. 

“Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point 
Mugu,  California:  Operational  facilities  (in¬ 
cluding  operational  facilities  on  San  Nicolas 
Island) ,  $7,669,000. 

“Naval  Air  Facility,  to  be  known  as  John 
H.  Towers  Field,  and  to  be  located  at  Andrews 
Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland,  op¬ 
erational  facilities,  utilities,  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $3,200,000. 

“Supply  Facilities 

“Electronics  Supply  Office,  Great  Lakes, 
Illinois:  Administrative  facilities,  $92,000. 

“Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office,  Mechanics- 
burg,  Pennsylvania :  Administrative  facilities, 
$155,000. 

"Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania :  Administrative  facilities, 
$550,000. 


“Marine  Corps  Facilities 

“Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  -  Albany, 
Georgia:  Community  facilities,  $140,000. 

“Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Barstow, 
California:  Maintenance  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,841,000. 

“Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North 
Carolina:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $2,372,000. 

“Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island, 
South  Carolina:  Training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  messhall,  and  utilities,  $2,643,000. 

“Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$1,469,000. 

"Marine  Corps  School,  Quantico,  Virginia: 
Supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities, 
$1,923,000. 

“Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  San  Diego, 
California:  Training  facilities,  $116,000. 

“Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twenty- 
nine  Palms,  California:  Training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $2,331,000. 

“Ordnance  Facilities 

“Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Bangor,  Wash¬ 
ington:  Utilities,  $316,000. 

“Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Dain- 
gerfield,  Texas:  Research  and  development 
facilities,  $2,649,000. 

“Applied  Physics  Laboratory,  Howard 
County,  Maryland:  Research  and  develop¬ 
ment  facilities,  $1,452,000. 

“Naval  Magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California : 
Utilities,  $236,000. 

“Service  School  Facilities 

"Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland: 
Dormitory  foundations,  $1,602,000. 

“Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  Illi¬ 
nois:  Training  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 
$5,598,000. 

“Naval  Training  Center,  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Troop  housing,  $1,613,000. 

“Communication  Facilities 

“Naval  Communication  Station,  Norfolk, 
Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  $443,000. 

“Naval  Communication  Station,  San  Diego, 
California:  Operational  facilities.  $100,000. 

“Naval  Communication  Center,  Stockton, 
California:  Operational  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $460,000. 

“Naval  Radio  Station,  Washington  County, 
Maine:  Operational  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$13,982,000. 

“Yards  and  Docks  Facilities 

“Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York: 
Utilities,  $332,000. 

“Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk,  Virginia: 
Utilities,  $3,244,000. 

“Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center,  Port 
Hueneme,  California:  Supply  facilities,  and 
administrative  facilities,  $759,000. 

"Outside  the  United  States 
“Shipyard  Facilities 

“Naval  Shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  Hawaii:  Operational  facilities, 
$1,297,000. 

“Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine 
Islands:  Maintenance  facilities,  hospital  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $1,750,000. 

“Naval  Station,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philip¬ 
pine  Islands:  Troop  housing  and  community 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $7,576,000. 

“Fleet  Base  Facilities 

“Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Hospital  fa¬ 
cilities,  community  facilities,  and  family 
housing,  $1,005,000. 

“Commander-in-Chief  Pacific,  Headquar¬ 
ters,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii: 
Administrative  facilities  and  utilities,  $332,- 
000. 

“Naval  Station,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico: 
Utilities,  $190,000. 


“Aviation  Facilities 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Agana,  Guam,  Mariana 
Islands:  Operational  facilities  (Guided  mis¬ 
sile  support  facilities) ,  $428,000. 

“Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Family 
housing  and  community  facilities,  $1,793,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Barber’s  Point,  Oahu, 
Territory  of  Hawaii:  Operational  facilities 
(Aircraft  parking  areas),  $2,088,000. 

"Naval  Air  Station.  Cubi  Point.  Luzon, 
Philippine  Islands:  Operational  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $149,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cu¬ 
ba:  Operational  facilities,  $5,730,000. 

“Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Kaneohe  Bay, 
Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii:  Operational  fa¬ 
cilities,  $249,000. 

“Naval  Station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Is¬ 
lands:  Operational  facilities  (Tactical  air/ 
navigation  facility) ,  $69,000. 

“Naval  Station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory 
of  Hawaii :  Operational  facilities  (tactical  air 
navigation  facility),  $69,000. 

“Naval  Air  Facility,  Naha,  Okinawa:  Water¬ 
front  facilities  at  White  Beach,  $504,000. 

“Naval  Air  Station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto 
Rico:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $15,182,000. 

“Supply  Facilities 

“Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Supply  fa¬ 
cilities,  $1,550,000. 

“Naval  Station,  Guam,  Mariana  Islands: 
Community  facilities,  $884,000. 

“Naval  Supply  Depot,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon, 
Philippine  Islands:  Supply  facilities,  $397,- 
000. 

“Ordnance  Facilities 

“Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu,  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Hawaii:  Utilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $326,000. 

“Communication  Facilities 

“Naval  Communication  Station,  Adak,, 
Alaska:  Troop  housing,  $1,053,000. 

“Naval  Communication  Station,  Finegayan, 
Guam,  Mariana  Islands:  Troop  housing, 
$594,000. 

“Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Istanbul, 
Turkey:  Operational  facilities,  and  troop 
housing,  $130,000. 

“Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Sakata, 
Japan:  Operational  facilities:  $69,000. 

“Naval  Radio  Station,  Wahiawa,  Oahu,  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  Hawaii:  Operation  facilities,  $4,392,- 
000. 

“Yards  and  Dock  Facilities 

“Public  Works  Center,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon, 
Philippine  Islands:  , Maintenance  facilities, 
$393,000. 

“Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may 
establish  or  develop  classified  naval  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  by  constructing,  convert¬ 
ing,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent 
or  temporary  public  works,  including  land 
acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances, 
utilities,  and  equipment  in  the  total  amount 
of  $59,056,000. 

“Sec.  203.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-sec¬ 
ond  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under 
the  hearing  ‘Continental  United  States’  in 
section  201,  as  follows: 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Yards  and  Docks 
Facilities’,  with  respect  to  ‘Various  loca¬ 
tions’,  strike  out  ‘$4,500,000’  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  ‘$5,460,000’. 

“(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty -second  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  section  202  ‘$86,397,000’  and  inserting 
in  place  thereof  ‘$95,489,000’. 

“(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  402  the  amounts 
‘$138,183,000’,  ‘$86,397,000’,  and  ‘$256,875,000’ 
and  inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof, 
‘$139,143,000’,  ‘$95,489,000’,  and  ‘$266,927,000’. 

“Sec.  204.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third 
Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the 
heading  ‘Continental  United  States’  in  sec¬ 
tion  201  as  follows; 
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“Under  the  subheading  ‘Aviation  Facili¬ 
ties’  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air 
Station,  El  Centro,  California,  strike  out 
‘$225,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$369,- 
000’;  with  respect  to  the  Marine  Corps  Air 
Station’,  El  Toro,  California,  strike  out  ‘$1,- 
675,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  '$2,030,- 
000’;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  Glenview,  Illinois,  strike  out  ‘$70,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$170,000’. 

“(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out,  in  section  202  ‘$63,358,000’  and  inserting 
in  place  thereof  ‘$70,656,000’. 

“(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  502  the  amounts 
‘$102,956,000’,  ‘$63,358,000’,  ‘$202,807,000’  and 
inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof  ‘$103,- 
555,000’,  ‘$70,656,000’,  and  ’$210,704,000’. 

“Sec.  205  (a).  Public  Law  161,  Eighty- 
fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
under  the  heading  ‘Continental  United 
States’  in  section  201  as  follows: 

"(1)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Shipyard  Fa¬ 
cilities’,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Repair 
Facility,  San  Diego,  California,  strike  out 
‘$629,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,- 
099,000’. 

“(2)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Fleet  Base 
Facilities’,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Sta¬ 
tion,  Orange,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$399,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$563,000’. 

“(3)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Aviation  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Naval  Air  Training  Stations)’,  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station, 
Kingsville,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$3,686,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ’$4,292,000’;  and  with 
respect  to'  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station, 
New  Iberia,  Louisiana,  strike  out  ‘$24,361,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$26,871,000’, 

“(4)  Under  the  subheading  'Aviation  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)’,  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Alameda, 
California,  strike  out  ‘$3,729,000’  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  ‘$4,217,000’;  with  respect 
to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Moffett  Field 
California,  strike  out  ‘$2,581,000’  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  ‘$4,355,000’;  and  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  Outlying  Field,  Whitehouse 
Field,  Duval  County,  Florida,  strike  out  ‘$1,- 
087,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,- 
587,000’. 

“(5)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Aviation  Fa¬ 
cilities  (Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)’,  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst, 
New  Jersey,  strike  out  ‘$16,311,000’  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  ‘$17,911,000’. 

“(6)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Ordnance 
Facilities’,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Ord¬ 
nance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Daingerfield, 
Texas,  strike  out  ‘$1,111,000’  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  ‘$1,751,000’;  and  with  respect 
to  the  Naval  Ordnance  Test  Station,  Inyo- 
kern,  California,  strike  out  ‘$375,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$475,000’. 

“(7)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Service 
School  Facilities’  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Powder  Factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland, 
strike  out  ‘$780,000’  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$879,000’. 

“(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty -fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the 
heading  ‘Outside  Continental  United  States’ 
in  section  201  as  follows: 

“(1)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Aviation  Fa¬ 
cilities’  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station, 
Kwajelein,  Marshall  Islands,  strike  out  ‘$4,- 
411,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$5,- 
235,000’. 

“(2)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Communica¬ 
tion  Facilities’,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Communication  Facility,  Port  Lyautey, 
French  Morocco,  strike  out  ‘$2,848,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$3,198,600’. 

“(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  section  202  ‘$151,342,400’  and  inserting 
in  place  thereof  ‘$152,763,400’. 

“(d)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 


out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  502  the  amounts 
‘$299,512,600’,  ‘$107,191,300’,  ‘$151,342,400’, 

and  ‘$564,046,300’  and  inserting  respectively 
in  place  thereof  ‘$308,463,600’,  ‘$108,365,300’, 
‘$152,763,400’,  and  ‘$575,592,300’. 

“Sec.  2'06.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty- 
fourth  Congress,  is  amended  under  the  head¬ 
ing,  ‘Inside  the  United  States’  in  section  201, 
as  follows: 

“(1)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Shipyard 
Facilities’  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Ship¬ 
yard,  Charleston,  South  Carolina,  strike  out 
‘$148,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$191,- 
000’;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Shipyard, 
Long  Beach,  California,  strike  out  ‘$5,984,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$8,169,000’. 

“(2)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Fleet  Base 
Facilities’,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station, 
Long  Beach,  California,  strike  out  ‘$2,256,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,623,000’; 
and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Station,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Virginia,  strike  out  ‘$2,844,000’  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  ‘$3,340,000’. 

“(3)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Aviation 
Facilities  (Fleet  Support  Air  Stations)’,  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar, 
California,  strike  out  ‘$8,835,000’  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  ‘$11,040,000’. 

“(4)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Aviation 
Facilities  (Special  Purpose  Air  Stations)’, 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Missile  Test 
Center,  Point  Mugu,  California,  strike  out 
‘$1,682,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$2,010,000’. 

“(5)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Service  School 
Facilities’  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Academy, 
Annapolis,  Maryland,  strike  out  ‘$7,469,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$10,919,000’. 

“(6)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Communica¬ 
tions  Facilities’,  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Communication  Station,  San  Francisco,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  ‘$2,029,000’  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  ‘$3,779,000’. 

“(7)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Yards  and 
Docks  Facilities’,  with  respect  to  the  Public 
Works  Center,  Norfolk,  Virginia,  strike  out 
‘$443,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$500,000’. 

“(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  is  amended  under  the  heading  ‘Outside 
the  United  States’  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

“(1)  Under  the  subheading  ‘Aviation 
Facilities’,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air 
Station,  Atsugi,  Japan,  strike  out  ‘$1,961,000’ 
and  insert  in  plaee  thereof  ‘$2,337,000’. 

“(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  section 
203,  ‘$84,043,000’  and  inserting  in  place  there¬ 
of  ‘$85,939,000’. 

“(d)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause 
(2)  of  section  402  the  amounts  ‘$292,572,000’, 
‘$61,625,000’,  ‘$84,043,000’,  and  ‘$438,240,000’ 
and  inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof 
‘$303,453,000’,  ‘$62,001,000’,  ‘$85,939,000’,  and 
‘$451,393,000’. 

“title  m 

“Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
may  establish  or  develop  military  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  construct¬ 
ing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing 
permanent  or  temporary  public  works,  in¬ 
cluding  site  preparation,  appurtenances, 
utilities,  and  equipment,  for  the  following 
projects: 

“Inside  the  United  States 
“Air  Defense  Command 

“Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Min¬ 
nesota:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $4,499,000. 

“Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski, 
Vermont:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,048,000. 

"Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington: 
Maintenance  facilities,  hospital  and  medical 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $1,583,000.  \ 


“Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow,  Mon¬ 
tana:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  mprovements,  $2,048,000. 

“Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks, 
North  Dakota:  Operational  and  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  fa¬ 
cilities,  administrative  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $4,466,000. 

“Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,- 
100,000. 

“Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael, 
California:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $614,000. 

“Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte 
Marie,  Michigan:  Family  housing,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $429,000. 

“K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Mar-' 
quette,  Michigan:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities* and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $905,000. 

“Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klam¬ 
ath  Falls,  Oregon:  Maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $1,299,000. 

“McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Wash¬ 
ington:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $632,000. 

“McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Ten¬ 
nessee:  Supply  facilities  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  $189,000. 

“Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  North  Da¬ 
kota:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $6,804,000. 

“Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara 
Falls,  New  York:  Supply  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
Improvements,  $674,000. 

“Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massa¬ 
chusetts:  Family  housing,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $559,000. 

“Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,828,000. 

“Portland  International  Airport,  Portland, 
Oregon:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,- 
768,000. 

“Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle, 
Maine:  Community  facilities,  $244,000. 

“Richard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasville, 
Wisconsin:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $7,804,000. 

“Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens, 
Michigan:  Supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,898,000. 

“Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa:  Operational  and  training  facilities  and 
supply  facilities,  $248,000. 

“Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New 
York:  Supply  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and 
real  estate  improvement,  $694,000. 

“Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhamp- 
ton  Beach,  New  York:  Supply  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $956,000. 

“Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin:  Utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements  and  land  ac¬ 
quisition,  $130,000. 
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“Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City, 
Florida:  Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,186,- 
000. 

“Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michi¬ 
gan:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,153,000. 

“Youngstown  Municipal  Airport.  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio:  Community  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $358,000. 

“Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  and  land  acquisition,  $44,- 
423,000. 

“Air  Material  Command 

“Griffis  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  research,  development,  and 
test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$10,410,000. 

“Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  and  troop 
housing,  $1,911,000. 

“Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas: 
Maintenance  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $899,000. 

“Marietta  Air  Force  '  Station,  Marietta, 
Pennsylvania:  Utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,438,000. 

“McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento, 
California:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,912,- 
000. 

“Olmsted  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown, 
Pennsylvania:  Maintenance  facilities,  and 
troop  housing,  $1,673,000. 

“Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$13,104,000. 

“Rushmore  Air  Force  Station,  Rapid  City, 
South  Dakota:  Community  facilities,  $56,000. 

“Tinker  Air  Force  Base:  Oklahoma  City, 
Oklahoma:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,674,- 
000. 

“Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton, 
Ohio:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  re¬ 
search,  development,  and  test  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $1,777,000. 

“Air  Proving  Ground  Command 

“Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida: 
Research  development,  and  test  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $5,826,000. 

“Air  Research  and  Development  Command 

“Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  re¬ 
search,  development,  and  test  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $1,987,000. 

“Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo, 
New  Mexico:  Operational  and  training  facil¬ 
ities,  research,  development,  and  test  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$11,869,000. 

“Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base,  Indian 
Springs,  Nevada:  Community  facilities, 
$206,000. 

“Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque, 
New  Mexico:  Supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,276,000. 


“Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford, 
Massachusetts:  Operational  and  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  test  facilities,  supply  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$3,469,000. 

“Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  research, 
development,  and  test  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  real  estate  im¬ 
provements,  $2,882,000. 

“Air  Training  Command 

“Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $2,872,000. 

“Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $2,193,000. 

“Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen, 
Texas:  Community  facilities,  $262,000. 

“Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities,  $2,209,- 
000. 

“Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona: 
Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,848,000. 

“Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
land  acquisition,  $8,249,000. 

“McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kan¬ 
sas:  Troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real 
estate  improvements,  $763,000. 

“Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $938,000. 

“Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada: 
Community  facilities,  $436,000. 

“Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $460,000. 

“Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio, 
Texas:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,858,000. 

“Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,909,000. 

“Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois: 
Community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real 
estate  improvements,  $900,000. 

“Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls, 
Texas:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $4,200,000. 

“Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada: 
Troop  housing,  and  community  facilities, 
$1,945,000. 

“Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,977,000. 

“Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  utilities,  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $4,118,000. 

“Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Ari¬ 
zona:  Maintenance  facilities,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $865,000. 

“Air  University 

“Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery, 
Alabama:  Land  acquisition,  $50,000. 

“Continental  Air  Command 

“Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio, 
Texas:  Medical  facilities,  $952,000. 

“Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Geor¬ 
gia:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  and 
family  housing,  $139,000. 


“Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New 
York:  Utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $337,000. 

“Military  Air  Transport  Service 

“Aeronautical  chart  and  information  cen¬ 
ter,  St.  Louis,  Missouri:  Utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $620,000. 

“Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs, 
Maryland:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  $920,000. 

“Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston, 
South  Carolina:  Supply  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $2,216,000. 

“Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware: 
Troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $745,000. 

“McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown, 
New  Jersey:  Maintenance  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $496,000. 

“Strategic  Air  Command 

“Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$848,000. 

“Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport, 
Louisiana:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  and  community  facilities, 
$3,344,000. 

“Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  Califor¬ 
nia:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $7,- 
458,000. 

“Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $1,- 
487,000. 

“Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  supply  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  troop  housing,  $5,557,000. 

“Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville, 
Arkansas:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $11,510,000. 

“Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $8,966,000. 

“Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,- 
059,000. 

“Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California: 
Maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,076,000. 

“Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton, 
Oklahoma:  Operational  and  training  facili¬ 
ties,  supply  facilities,  and  community  facili¬ 
ties,  $536,000. 

“Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus.  Mis¬ 
sissippi:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  and  utilities,  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,320,000.  \ 

“Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson, 
Arizona:  Maintenance  facilities,  supply  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $2,361,000. 

“Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Op¬ 
erational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $14,638,000. 

"Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas: 
Community  facilities,  $100,000. 

“Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City, 
South  Dakota:  Operational  and  training 
facilities  and  supply  facilities,  $1,976,000. 

“Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
$1,480,000. 
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“Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  and  sup- 
'ply  facilities,  $1,357,000. 

“Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen,  Texas: 
Community  facilities,  $34,000. 

“Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville, 
Mississippi:  Operational  and  training  facil¬ 
ities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $19,389,000. 

“Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead, 
Florida:  Maintenance  facilities,  $380,000. 

“Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Geor¬ 
gia;  Troop  housing  and  community  facilities, 
$994,000. 

“Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles, 
Louisiana:  Real  estate  improvements, 

$179,000. 

“Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Wash¬ 
ington:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$12,552,000. 

“Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio,  Texas: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  $250,000. 

“Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebras¬ 
ka:  Land  acquisition,  $37,000. 

“Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus, 
Ohio:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $1,504,000. 

“Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  util¬ 
ities  and  ground  improvements,  $7,322,000. 

“MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $936,000. 

“Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls, 
Montana:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $3,518,000. 

“March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
and  troop  housing,  $2,347,000. 

“Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain 
Home,  Idaho:  Maintenance  facilities,  troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,022,000. 

“OSutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$7,681,000. 

“Plattsburgh  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburgh, 
New  York:  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $231,000. 

“Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth, 
New  Hampshire:  Supply  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,344,000. 

“Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas: 
Community  facilities,  $372,000. 

“Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,937,000. 

“Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $8,628,000. 

“Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell,  New  Mex¬ 
ico:  Operational  and  training  facilities 

maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $9,676,000. 

“Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls, 
Massachusetts:  Operational  and  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$1,901,000. 

“Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster, 
Missouri :  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $235,000. 

"Tactical  Air  Command 

“Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico? 
Maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities. 


utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $2,149,000. 

“Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville, 
South  Carolina:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  $1,287,000. 

“England  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria, 
Louisiana:  Troop  housing,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,558,000. 

“Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas: 
Community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition,  $683,000. 

“George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Supply  facilities,  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  $2,478,000. 

“Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Vir¬ 
ginia:  Utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$20,000. 

“Myrtle  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Myrtle 
Beach,  South  Carolina:  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improve¬ 
ments,  $1,204,000. 

"Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennes¬ 
see:  Community  facilities,  $484,000. 

“Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Golds¬ 
boro,  North  Carolina :  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  im¬ 
provements,  $9,991,000. 

“Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Car¬ 
olina:  Troop  housing,  and  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  $1,184,000. 

“Special  Facilities 

“Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  $229,000. 

“Aircraft  Control  and  Warning  System 

“Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  family 
housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$7,331,000. 

“Outside  the  United  States 
“Alaskan  Air  Command 
x  “Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Operational 
arid  training  facilities,  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  and  community  facilities,  $4,742,000. 

“Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Community  facili¬ 
ties,  $1,630,000. 

“Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements  and  land  acquisition,  $11,500,000. 
“Air  Materiel  Command 

“Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$247,000. 

“Far  East  Air  Forces 

“Hickam  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii: 
Troop  housing,  and  community  facilities, 
$2,228,000. 

“Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$7,569,000. 

“Military  Air  Transport  Service 

“Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  hous¬ 
ing,  community  facilities,  and  Utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $14,741,000. 

“Strategic  Air  Command 

“Andersen  Air  Force  Base,  Guam:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $820,000. 

“Ramey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements  and  land  acquisition,  $3,783,000. 

“Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facili- 
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ties,  and  utilities  and  ground  Improvements, 
$57,218,000. 

“United  States  Air  Forces  in  Europe 

“Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$36,057,000. 

“Special  Facilities 

“Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  $170,000. 

“Aircraft  Control  and  Warning  System 

“Various  locations:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital 
and  medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $20,000,000. 

“Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
may  establish  or  develop  classified  military 
installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  con¬ 
structing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  in¬ 
stalling  permanent  or  temporary  public 
works,  including  land  acquisition,  site  prep¬ 
aration,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equip¬ 
ment  in  the  total  amount  of  $47,000,000. 

“Sec.  303.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty- 
third  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended  un¬ 
der  the  heading  ‘Continental  United  States’ 
in  section  301,  as  follows: 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Air  Defense  Com¬ 
mand’ — with  respect  to  Pescadero  Consolan 
Station,  Pescadero,  California,  strike  out 
‘$224,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$584,- 
000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Strategic  Air 
Command’ — with  respect  to  Clinton-Sher- 
man  Airport,  Clinton,  Oklahoma,  strike  out 
‘$11,393,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$12,686,000’;  and  strike  out  ‘$1,463,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,756,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Continental  Air 
Command’ — with  respect  to  Mitchel  Air 
Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York,  strike  out 
‘$729,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  '$929,- 
000’;  and  strike  out  ‘$686,000’  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  ‘$886,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Command’ — with  respect  to  Ed¬ 
wards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California, 
strike  out  ‘$27,478,000’  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$29,442,000’;  and  strike  out  ‘$16,- 
192,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$18,156,- 
000’. 

“(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  502  so  much  as 
reads  ‘$406,120,000’  and  ‘$415,949,000’  and  in¬ 
serting  in  place  thereof  ‘$409,937,000’  and 
‘$419,766,000’,  respectively. 

“Sec.  304.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty- 
fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended, 
under  the  heading  ‘Continental  United 
States’  in  section  301,  as  follows: 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Air  Defense  Com¬ 
mand’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spo¬ 
kane,  Washington,  strike  out  ‘$1,716,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,717,000’; 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  site, 
North  Dakota,  strike  out  ‘$7,709,000’  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  ‘$9,220,000’; 

“(3)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force 
Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike 
out  ‘$2,029,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$2,195,000’; 

“(4)  with  respect  to  Minot  site,  North 
Dakota,  strike  out  ‘$6,630,000’  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  ‘$7,268,000’; 

"(5)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force 
Base,  Oxnard,  California,  strike  out  ‘$2,445,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,935,000’; 

“(6)  with  respect  to  Self  ridge  Air  Force 
Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan,  strike  out 
‘$5,526,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$6,445,000’; 

"(7)  with  respect  to  Youngstown  Munici¬ 
pal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  strike  out 
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‘$742,000’  and  Insert  In  place  thereof  '$893,- 
000’; 

“(8)  with  respect  to  Yuma  County  Airport, 
Yuma,  Arizona,  strike  out  ‘$2,107,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,676,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Air  Materiel  Com¬ 
mand’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Brookley  Air  Force 
Base,  Mobile,  Alabama,  strike  out  ‘$4,170,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$4,728,000’; 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base, 
Rome,  New  York,  strike  out  ‘$15,803,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$16,654,000’; 

“(3)  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force 
Base,  Sacramento,  California,  strike  out 
‘$9,522,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$11,970,000’; 

“(4)  with  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air 
Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio,  strike  out  ‘$12,- 
001,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$14,- 
508,000’. 

“Under  the,  subheading  ‘Air  Training  Com¬ 
mand’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force 
Base,  Houston,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$3,438,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$3,876,000’; 

.  “(2)  with  respect  to  Goodfellow  Air  Force 
Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$4,081,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$5,088,000’; 

“(3)  with  respect  to  Greenville  Air  Force 
Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi,  strike  out  ‘$500,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$545,000’; 

“(4)  with  respect  to  Harlingen  Air  Force 
Base,  Harlingen,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$446,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$529,000’; 

“(5)  with  respect  to  James  Connally  Air 
Force  Base,  Waco,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$883,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,129,000’; 

“(6)  with  respect  to  Mather  Air  Force  Base, 
Sacramento,  California,  strike  out  ‘$1,516,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,998,000’; 

“(7)  with  respect  to  Reese  Air  Force  Base, 
Lubbock,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$1,076,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,304,000’; 

“(8)  with  respect  to  Williams  Air  Force 
Base,  Chandler,  Arizona,  strike  out  ‘$1,215,- 
000’  and  Insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,556,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Headquarters  Com¬ 
mand’ — with  respect  to  Bolling  Air  Force 
Base,  Washington,  District  of  Columbia, 
strike  out  ‘$520,000’  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$825,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Command’ — with  respect  to  In¬ 
dian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  (Kirtland  Aux¬ 
iliary  Numbered  1),  Clark,  Nevada,  strike 
out  ‘$555,500’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$624,500’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Strategic  Air  Com- 
cand’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Carswell  Air  Force 
Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$5,929,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$7,363,000’; 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Dow  Air  Force  Base, 
Bangor,  Maine,  strike  out  ‘$11,155,000’  and 
Insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$12,218,000’; 

“(3)  with  respect  to  Travis  Air  Force  Base, 
Fairfield,  California,  strike  out  ‘$9,769,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$11,473,000’; 

“(4)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base, 
Roswell,  New  Mexico,  strike  out  ‘$6,657,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$8,324,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Tactical  Air  Com¬ 
mand’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Alexandria  Air 
Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana,  strike 
out  ‘$2,684,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$3,527,000’; 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force 
Base,  Peru,  Indiana,  strike  out  ‘$559,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$611,000’; 

“(3)  with  respect  to  George  Air  Force  Base, 
Victorville,  California,  strike  out  ‘$1,598,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,905,000’; 

“(4)  with  respect  to  Larson  Air  Force  Base, 
Moses  Lake,  Washington,  strike  out  ‘$4,724,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$5,197,000’; 

“(5)  with  respect  to  Sewart  Air  Force  Base, 
Smyrna,  Tennessee,  strike  out  ‘$3,589,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$4,010,000’. 


“(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  under  the 
heading  ‘Outside  Continental  United  States’ 
in  section  301,  as  follows: 

“Under  the  subheading,  ‘Alaskan  Air  Com¬ 
mand’ — with  respect  to  Galena  Airfield, 
strike  out  ‘$518,000’  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$735,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Area  Control  Navi¬ 
gational  Aids’ — with  respect  to  various  loca¬ 
tions,  strike  out  ‘$526,000’  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$1,394,000’. 

“(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty -fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  502  the  amounts 
‘$801,256,000’,  ‘$532,454,000’,  and  ‘$1,339,060,- 
000’  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  ‘$824,300,- 
000’,  ‘$533,539,000’,  and  ‘$1,363,189,000’,  re¬ 
spectively. 

“Sec.  305.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty- 
fourth  Congress,  is  amended,  under  the 
heading  ‘Continental  United  States’  in  sec¬ 
tion  301,  as  follows: 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Air  Defense  Com¬ 
mand’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Duluth  Municipal 
Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota,  strike  out  ‘$863,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,469,000’; 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane, 
Washington,  strike  out  ‘$2,827,000’  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  ‘$3,079,000’; 

“(3)  with  respect  to  Glasgow  Air  Force 
Base,  Glasgow,  Montana,  strike  out  ‘$2,470,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$3,080,000’; 

“(4)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  Air  Force 
Base,  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota,  strike  out 
‘$18,969,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$30,- 
521,000’; 

"(5)  with  respect  to  Grandview  Air  Force 
Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  strike  out  ‘$1,- 
673,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,781,- 
000’; 

“(6)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force 
Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out 
‘$2,156,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,- 
336,000’; 

“(7)  with  respect  to  Klamath  Falls  Muni¬ 
cipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon,  strike 
out  ‘$1,130,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$1,560,000’; 

“(8)  with  respect  to  Minot  Air  Force  Base, 
Minot,  North  Dakota,  strike  out  ‘$21,215,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$27,035,000’; 

“(9)  with  respect  to  Niagara  Falls  Muni¬ 
cipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York,  strike 
out  ‘$3,030,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
$3,409,000’; 

“(10)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force 
Base,  Camarillo,  California,  strike  out  ‘$2,- 
392,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,779,- 
000’; 

“(11)  with  respect  to  Sioux  City  Municipal 
Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  strike  out  ‘$2,- 
288,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,900,- 
000’; 

“(12)  with  respect  to  Truax  Field,  Madi¬ 
son,  Wisconsin,  strike  out  ‘$4,876,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$8,726,000’; 

“(13)  with  respect  to  Wurtsmith  Air  Force 
Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan,  strike  out  ‘$3,278,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$3,808,000’; 

“(14)  with  respect  to  various  locations, 
strike  out  ($21,510,000’  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  ‘$26,201,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Air  Materiel  Com¬ 
mand’ — ■ 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base, 
Rome,  New  York,  strike  out  ‘$17,966,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$22,005,000’; 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Searsport  Fuel  Storage 
Station,  Searsport,  Maine,  strike  out  ‘$473,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$745,000’; 

“(3)  with  respect  to  Tacoma  Fuel  Storage 
Station,  Tacoma,  Washington,  strike  out 
‘$129,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$251,000’; 

“(4)  with  respect  to  Tinker  Air  Force 
Base,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  strike  out 
‘$5,990,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$7,- 
763,000’. 
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“Under  the  subheading  ‘Air  Training 
Command’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Amarillo  Air  Force 
Base,  Amarillo,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$17,121,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$26,471,000’; 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Craig  Air  Force  Base, 
Selma,  Alabama,  strike  out  ‘$18,000’  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  ‘$22,000’; 

“(3)  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  Force 
Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$24,- 
433,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$33,- 
858,000’; 

“(4)  with  respect  to  Stead  Air  Force  Base, 
Reno,  Nevada,  strike  out  ‘$2,221,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$3,063,000’; 

“(5)  with  respect  to  Vance  Air  Force  Base, 
Enid,  Oklahoma,  strike  out  ‘$977,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,064,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Air  University’ — ■ 
with  respect  to  Maxwell  Air  Force  Base, 
Montgomery,  Alabama,  strike  out  ‘$215,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$311,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Continental  Air 
Command’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Beale  Air  Force  Base, 
Marysville,  California,  strike  out  ‘$13,395,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$15,993,000’; 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Dobbins  Air  Force 
Base,  Marietta,  Georgia,  strike  out  ‘$345,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof,  ‘$500,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Command’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Laurence  G.  Hanscom 
Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts,  strike  out 
‘$6,939,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$7,- 
530,000’; 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force 
Base,  Muroc,  California,  strike  out  ‘$5,488,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$7,220,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Strategic  Air 
Command’ — 

“(1)  with  respect  to  Biggs  Air  Force  Base, 
El  Paso,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘$922,000’  and  in¬ 
sert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,190,000*; 

“(2)  with  respect  to  Castle  Air  Force  Base, 
Merced,  California,  strike  out  ‘$2,179,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,643,000’; 

“(3)  with  respect  to  Columbus  Air  Force 
Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi,  strike  out  ‘$14,- 
518,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$15,- 
322,00’; 

“(4)  with  respect  to  Ellsworth  Air  Force 
Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota,  strike  out 
‘$943,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,- 
075,000’; 

“(5)  with  respect  to  Homestead  Air  Force 
Base,  Homestead,  Florida,  strike  out  ‘$1,- 
694,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,- 
966,000’; 

“(6)  with  respect  to  Lockbourne  Air  Force 
Base,  Columbus,  Ohio,  strike  out  ‘$4,952,000’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$7,880,000’; 

“(7)  with  respect  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force 
Base,  Great  Falls,  Montana,  strike  out  ‘$1,- 
236,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$1,- 
586,000’; 

“(8)  with  respect  to  Mountain  Home  Air 
Force  Base,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho,  strike 
out  ‘$2,064,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$2,607,000’; 

“(9)  with  respect  to  Offutt  Air  Force  Base, 
Omaha,  Nebraska,  strike  out  ‘$5,697,000’  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$6,155,000’; 

“(10)  with  respect  to  Plattsburgh  Air  Force 
Base,  Plattsburgh,  New  York,  strike  out 
‘$1,491,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,- 
027,000’; 

“(11)  with  respect  to  Portsmouth  Air  Force 
Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire,  strike 
out  ‘$661,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$720,000’; 

“(12)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force 
Base,  Roswell,  New  Mexico,  strike  out 
‘$2,791,000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
‘$3,181,000’. 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Tactical  Air  Com¬ 
mand’ — with  respect  to  Langley  Air  Force 
Base,  Hampton,  Virginia,  strike  out  ‘$2,613,- 
000’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  ‘$2,785,000’. 
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"(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress,  is  amended  under  the  heading  ‘Out¬ 
side  the  United  States’  as  follows: 

“Under  the  subheading  ‘Northeast  Air 
Command' — with  respect  to  various  locations, 
strike  out  ‘$75,650,000’  and  insert  In  place 
thereof  ‘$94,197,000’. 

“(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Con¬ 
gress  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  clause 
(3)  of  section  402  the  amounts  ‘$742,873,000’, 
‘$405,061,000’,  and  ‘$1,360,934,000’  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  place  thereof  ‘$811,342,000’,  ‘$423,608,- 
000’,  and  ‘$1,447,950,000’,  respectively. 

“Sec.  306.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  302  of 
the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1012) , 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘(b)  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities 
by  proceeding  with  construction  made  neces¬ 
sary  by  changes  in  Air  Force  missions,  new 
weapons  developments,  new  and  unforeseen 
research  and  development  requirements,  or 
improved  production  schedules,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  determines  that  deferral  of 
such  construction  for  inclusion  in  the  next 
military  construction  authorization  Act 
would  be  inconsistent  with  interests  of  na¬ 
tional  security,  and  in  connection  therewith 
to  acquire,  construct,  convert,  rehabilitate,  or 
install  permanent  or  temporary  public  works, 
including  land  acquisition,  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  in 
the  total  amount  of  $50,000,000:  Provided, 
That  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  or  his 
designee,  shall  notify  the  Committees  on 
Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  immediately  upon  reaching 
a  final  decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost 
of  construction  of  any  public  work  under¬ 
taken  under  this  subsection,  including  those 
real  estate  actions  pertaining  thereto.’ 

“TITLE  IV - FAMILY  HOUSING 

“Sec.  401.  Any  outstanding  authority  here¬ 
tofore  provided  by  the  Act  of  September  1, 

1954  (68  Stat.  1119) ,  the  Act  of  July  15,  1955 
(69  Stat.  324) ,  and  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956 
(70  Stat.  991)  for  the  provision  of  family 
housing  shall  be  available  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  family  housing  at  any  installation  for 
which  family  housing  is  authorized  to  be 
constructed  under  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this 
Act. 

“Sec.  402.  Section  515  of  the  Act  of  July  15, 

1955  (69  Stat.  324,  352),  as  amended,  is  fur¬ 
ther  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1957, 
1958,  and  1959,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force,  respectively,  are  author¬ 
ized  to  lease  housing  facilities  at  or  near 
military  tactical  installations  for  assignment 
as  public  quarters  to  military  personnel  and 
their  dependents,  if  any,  without  rental 
charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  or  his  designee,  that  there  is  a 
lack  of  adequate  housing  facilities  at  or 
near  such  military  tactical  installations. 
Such  housing  facilities  shall  be  leased  on  a 
family  or  individual  unit  basis  and  not  more 
than  five  thousand  of  such  units  may  be 
so  leased  at  any  one  time.  Expenditures  for 
the  rental  of  such  housing  facilities  may 
be  made  out  of  appropriations  available  for 
maintenance  and  operation  but  may  not 
exceed  $150  a  month  for  any  such  unit.’ 

“Sec.  403.  (a)  Family  quarters  to  be  con¬ 
structed  under  the  authority 'of  titles  I,  II, 
and  III  of  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68 
Stat.  1119),  shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor 
area  limitations  respectively  prescribed  in 
sections  4774,  7574,  and  9774  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code. 

"(b)  Section  404  of  the  Act  of  September 
1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119,  1125),  is  hereby 
Repealed. 

“Sec.  404.  Title  10,  United  States  Code,  is 
amended  as  follows: 

“(a)  Section  4774  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  subsection  at  the  end 
thereof : 

‘“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the 
family  quarters  constructed  from  appro¬ 
priated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of  the 


Army  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters  having 
a  net  floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.’ 

“(b)  Section  7574  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  subsection  at  the  end 
thereof : 

“‘(d)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the 
family  quarters  constructed  from  appro¬ 
priated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of  the 
Navy  may  be  four -bedroom  quarters  having 
a  net  floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or  less.’ 

“(c)  Section  9774  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  subsection  at  the  end  thereof : 

“‘(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the 
family  quarters  constructed  from  appro¬ 
priated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of  the 
Air  Force  may  be  four-bedroom  quarters 
having  a  net  floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet 
or  less.’ 

“Sec.  405.  The  second  paragraph  of  sec¬ 
tion  407  of  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68 
Stat.  1119,  1125),  as  amended,  is  further 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  from 
appropriations  otherwise  available  for  the 
payment  of  quarters  allowances  for  military 
personnel  and  from  appropriate  allotments 
or  rental  charges  for  civilian  personnel, 
amounts  equal  to  the  quarters  allowances 
or  allotments  otherwise  payable  to  or  the 
rental  charges  collected  from  personnel  oc¬ 
cupying  any  housing  constructed  or  acquired 
under  authority  of  this  section  after  deduct¬ 
ing  amounts  chargeable  for  the  maintenance 
and  operation  of  such  housing:  Provided, 
That  such  payments  shall  not  exceed  the 
dollar  equivalent  of  the  value  of  the  foreign 
currencies  used  for  all  such  construction  or 
acquisition.’ 

“Sec.  406.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  any  other  law,  and  effective  July  1, 
1958,  no  family  housing  units  (other  than 
housing  units  required  to  be  acquired  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  404  of  the 
Housing  Amendments  of  1955)  shall  be  con¬ 
tracted  for  or  acquired  at  or  in  support 
of  military  installations  or  activities  unless 
the  actual  number  of  units  involved  has  been 
specifically  authorized  by  an  annual  military 
construction  authorization  act. 

“(b)  Effective  July  1,  1958,  the  provisions 
of  section  419,  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fifth 
Congress,  second  session,  are  hereby  repealed. 

“Sec.  407.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  any  other  law,  members  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine  Corps,  Coast 
Guard,  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Service,  with  dependents,  may 
occupy  on  a  rental  basis,  without  loss  of 
basic  allowance  for  quarters,  inadequate 
quarters  under  the  jurisdiction  of  any  of 
the  uniformed  services,  notwithstanding 
that  such  quarters  may  have  been  con¬ 
structed  or  converted  for  assignment  as  pub¬ 
lic  quarters.  The  net  difference  between  the 
basic  allowance  for  quarters  and  the  fair 
rental  value  of  such  quarters  shall  be  paid 
from  otherwise  available  appropriations. 

“(b)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
be  administered  under  regulations  approved 
by  the  President. 

“(c)  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force  for  the  respective  military  de¬ 
partments,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
the  Coast  Guard  when  the  Coast  Guard  is 
operating  as  a  service  in  the  Treasury  De¬ 
partment,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  for 
the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  for 
the  Public  Health  Service  (hereafter  referred 
to  as  the  “Secretaries”),  are  each  authorized, 
subject  to  standards  established  pursuant  to 
(b)  above,  to  designate  as  rental  housing 
such  housing  as  he  may  determine  to  be 
inadequate  as  public  quarters. 

“(d)  The  Secretaries  are  each  further  au¬ 
thorized,  subject  to  standards  established 
pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  above,  to  lease 
inadequate  housing  to  personnel  of  any  of 
the  mentioned  services  for  occupancy  by 
them  and  their  dependents.  The  housing 
facilities  leased,  as  herein  provided,  shall 
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not  be  required  to  have  been  constructed 
with  funds  derived  from  appropriations  spe¬ 
cifically  made  for  the  purpose  of  the  con¬ 
struction  of  rental  housing  for  personnel  of 
the  services  mentioned. 

“(e)  All  housing  units  determined  pur¬ 
suant  to  subsection  (c)  of  this  section  to  be 
inadequate  shall,  prior  to  July  1,  1960,  either 
be  altered  or  improved  so  as  to  qualify  as 
public  quarters,  or  be  demolished  or  other¬ 
wise  disposed  of. 

“(f)  This  section  shall  have  no  applica¬ 
tion  to  any  housing  financed  with  mortgages 
insured  under  the  provisions  of  Title  VIII 
of  the  National  Housing  Act  as  in  effect  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  the  Housing  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1955. 

"TITLE  V - GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

“Sec.  501.  The  Secretary  of  each  military 
department  may  proceed  to  establish  or  de¬ 
velop  installations  and  facilities  under  this 
Act  without  regard  to  sections  3648  and  3734 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and 
sections  4774  (d)  and  9774  (d)  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code.  The  authority  to  place 
permanent  or  temporary  improvements  on 
land  includes  authority  for  surveys,  admin¬ 
istration,  overhead,  planning,  and  super¬ 
vision  incident  to  construction.  That  au¬ 
thority  may  be  exercised  before  title  to  the 
land  is  approved  under  section  355  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  even 
though  the  land  is  held  temporarily.  The 
authority  to  acquire  real  estate  or  land  in¬ 
cludes  authority  to  make  surveys  and  to  ac¬ 
quire  land,  and  interests  in  land  (including 
temporary  use),  by  gift,  purchase,  exchange 
of  Government-owned  land,  or  otherwise. 

“Sec.  502.  There  are  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for 
the  purposes  of  this  Act,  but  appropriations, 
for  public  works  projects  authorized  by  titles 
I,  II,  and  III  shall  not  exceed — 

“(1)  for  title  I:  Inside  the  United  States, 
$115,624,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $34,- 
477,000;  section  102,  $143,002,000;  or  a 

total  of  $293,103,000; 

"(2)  for  title  II:  Inside  the  United  States, 
$230,574,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $48,- 
199,000;  section  202,  $59,056,000;  or  a  total 
of  $337,611,000;  and 

“(3)  for  title  III:  Inside  the  United  States 
$394,076,000;  outside  the  United  States,  $160,- 
705,000;  section  302,  $47,000,000;  or  a  total 
of  $601,781,000. 

“Sec.  503.  Any  of  the  amounts  named  in 
title  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act  may,  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Secretary  concerned,  be  in¬ 
creased  by  5  per  centum  for  projects  inside 
the  United  States  and  by  10  per  centum  for 
projects  outside  the  United  States.  How¬ 
ever,  the  total  cost  of  all  projects  in  each 
such  title  may  not  be  more  than  the  total 
amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for 
projects  in  that  title. 

“Sec.  504.  Whenever — • 

“(1)  the  President  determines  that  com¬ 
pliance  with  section  2313  (b)  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  for  contracts  made  under 
this  Act  for  the  establishment  or  develop¬ 
ment  of  military  installations  and  facilities 
in  foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the 
carrying  out  of  this  Act;  and 

“(2)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 
Comptroller  General  have  agreed  upon  alter¬ 
native  methods  for  adequately  auditing  those 
contracts; 

the  President  may  exempt  those  contracts 
from  the  requirements  of  that  section. 

“Sec.  505.  Contracts  made  by  the  United 
States  under  this  Act  shall  be  awarded,  in¬ 
sofar  as  practicable,  on  a  competitive  basis  to 
the  lowest  responsible  bidder,  if  the  national 
security  will  not  be  impaired  and  the  award  ! 
is  consistent  with  chapter  137  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  and  section  15  of  the 
Act  of  August  9,  1955  (69  Stat.  547,  551). 
The  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
shall  report  semiannually  to  the  President  of  : 
the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  with  respect  to  all  contracts 
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awarded  on  other  than  a  competitive  basis 
to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder. 

“Sec.  506.  As  of  July  1,  1958,  all  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  military  public  works  to  be  ac¬ 
complished  by  the  Secretary  of  a  military  de¬ 
partment  in  connection  wih  the  establish¬ 
ment  or  development  of  military  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities,  and  all  authorizations  for 
appropriations  therefore,  that  are  contained 
in  Acts  approved  before  July  28,  1954,  and  not 
superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later 
authorization  are  repealed,  except — ■ 

“(1)  authorizations  for  public  works  and 
for  appropriations  therefor  that  are  set 
forth  in  those  Acts  in  the  titles  that  contain 
the  general  provisions; 

“(2)  the  authorization  for  public  works 
projects  as  to  which  appropriated  funds  have 
been  obligated  for  construction  contracts  in 
whole  or  in  part  before  July  1,  1958,  and 
authorizations  for  appropriations  therefor; 

“(3)  the  authorization  for  the  rental  guar¬ 
anty  for  family  housing  in  the  amount  of 
$100,000,000  that  is  contained  in  section  302 
of  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress; 

“(4)  the  authorizations  for  public  works 
and  the  appropriation  of  funds  that  are  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  2231-2238  of  title  10, 
United  States  Code,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C. 
882,  883,  885,  886); 

“(5)  the  authorization  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  Line  of  Communications,  Prance, 
in  the  amount  of  $60,000,000  that  is  con¬ 
tained  in  title  I,  section  102,  of  Public  Law 
534,  Eighty-second  Congress; 

“(6)  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
section  410  of  the  Act  of  August  3,  1956  (70 
Stat.  991,  1016),  the  authorization  for  (a) 
development  of  classified  facilities  in  the 
amount  of  $6,439,000  that  is  contained  in 
title  I,  section  102,  of  the  Act  of  September 
28,  1951  (65  Stat.  336,  343),  and  (b)  devel¬ 
opment  of  classified  facilities  in  the  amount 
of  $6,654,000  that  is  contained  in  title  I,  sec¬ 
tion  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952  (66  Stat. 
606,  609) ;  and 

“(7)  the  authorization  for  public  works 
and  for  the  appropriations  of  funds  that  are 
contained  in  the  Act  of  April  1,  1954  (68 
Stat.  47),  as  amended. 

“Sec.  507.  None  of  the  authority  contained 
in  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act  shall  be 
deemed  to  authorize  any  building  construc¬ 
tion  project  within  the  continental  United 
States  at  an  average  nationwide  unit  cost  in 
excess  of — • 

“(a)  $28  per  square  foot  for  cold-storage 
warehousing; 

“(b)  $6  per  square  foot  for  regular  ware¬ 
housing; 

“(c)  $1,850  per  man  for  permanent  bar¬ 
racks; 

“(d)  $7,500  per  man  for  bachelor  officer 
quarters, 

unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  determines 
that,  because  of  special  circumstances,  ap¬ 
plication  to  such  project  of  the  limitation 
on  unit  costs  contained  in  this  section  is 
impracticable. 

“Sec.  508.  Section  9  of  the  Air  Force  Acad¬ 
emy  Act,  as  amended  (68  Stat.  49),  is  fur¬ 
ther  amended  by  striking  out  in  the  first 
sentence  the  figure  ‘$126,000,000’  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  place  thereof  the  figure  ‘$135,425,000’.’’ 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Carl  T.  Durham, 

L.  Mendel  Rivers, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

Sterling  Cole, 

Leon  H.  Gavin, 

Walter  Norblad, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Richard  B.  Russell, 

John  Stennis, 

Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 
Francis  Case, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8240)  to  authorize 
certain  construction  at  military  installa¬ 
tions,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  fol¬ 
lowing  statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect 
of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees 
and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  con¬ 
ference  report: 

On  July  10,  the  House  of  Representatives 
passed  H.  R.  8240,  which  was  the  fiscal  year 
1958  military  construction  and  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  the  three  military  departments.  On 
August  12,  1957,  the  Senate  passed  H.  R.  8240, 
amended. 

The  larger  differences  and  the  action 
agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  are  as  follows : 

ARMY 

In  title  I,  the  Army  section  of  the  bill,  there 
were  several  items  in  disagreement.  Some 
of  them  resulted  from  the  decision  of  the 
executive* branch  to  lower  its  budget  request 
subsequent  to  the  House  hearings  on  H.  R. 
8240.  To  these  changes  by  the  Senate,  the 
House  found  itself  in  substantial  agreement. 

Upon  completion  of  the  conference  on  title 

I  of  the  bill,  the  Senate  receded  with  respect 
to  the  item  involving  Fort  Sam  Houston, 
Tex.,  and  the  House  receded  with  respect  to 
the  provision  of  a  gas-heating  system  for  Fort 
Devens,  Mass. 

Among  the  deficiency  authorizations  for 
the  Army,  the  committee  had  raised  the  au¬ 
thorization  for  the  hospital  at  Fort  Jackson, 
S.  C.,  from  $5,000,000  to  $10,400,000.  It  was 
the  decision  of  the  conferees  that  the  higher 
figure  should  be  $7,500,000,  an  amount  suffi¬ 
cient  to  provide  a  wholly  usable  hospital 
facility  for  this  installation. 

NAVY 

In  similar  fashion,  for  budgetary  or  fund¬ 
ing  reasons,  a  large  number  of  the  Navy  items 
were  lowered  or  eliminated  by  the  Senate. 
Most  of  these  items  which  are  not  to  be 
funded  were  accepted  in  their  modified  form 
by  the  House  conferees. 

Upon  completion  of  the  conference  of  title 

II  of  the  bill,  the  Senate  receded  with  respect 
to  the  item  involving  the  construction  of  a 
pier  at  the  naval  air  station,  Pensacola,  Fla., 
and  also  in  the  case  of  the  Marine  Corps  air 
station,  El  Toro,  Calif.,  where  $209,000  was 
added  to  the  Senate  figure  for  items  relating 
to  the  extension  of  a  runway.  The  Senate 
also  receded,  in  part,  for  the  Marine  Corps 
base,  Camp  Lejeune,  N.  O.,  in  order  that  one 
of  the  two  requested  headquarters  buildings 
might  be  constructed.  At  the  Marine  Corps 
recruit  depot,  Parris  Island,  S.  C.,  the  Senate 
receded  in  order  that  provision  might  be 
made  for  barracks  and  other  needed  facilities. 
$48,000  was  added  to  the  Senate  figure  for 
the  Marine  Corps  schools,  Quantico,  Va.,  for 
utilities.  With  respect  to  the  Naval  Air 
Station,  Chincoteague,  Va.,  the  House  ac¬ 
cepted  the  Senate  figure. 

The  Senate  had  deleted  $270,000  at  the 
Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twenty-Nine 
Palms,  Calif.  Subsequent  investigation  by 
both  committees  revealed  that  the  soil 
stabilization  which  would  be  performed 
under  this  authority  was  an  urgently  re¬ 
quired  item  and  the  Senate  receded. 

Similarly,  subsequent  investigation  by  both 
committees  revealed  the  importance  of  the 
work  contemplated  at  the  Ordnance  Aero- 
physics  Laboratory,  Daingerfield,  Tex.,  and  at 
the  Applied  Physics  Laboratory,  Howard 
County,  Md.  The  Senate,  therefore,  receded 
with  respect  to  these  two  items.  In  Okinawa, 
certain  waterfront  facilities  necessary  at 
White  Beach  were  restored  in  conference, 
with  the  Senate  receding. 

The  House  had  allowed  $199,000  for  opera¬ 
tional  facilities  at  the  naval  auxiliary  air 
station,  Edenton,  N.  C.,  while  the  Senate  had 
allowed  only  $160,000.  In  conference,  it  was 


determined  that  the  item  in  its  entirety 
should  be  stricken. 

The  House  receded  in  connection  with  the 
naval  air  station,  Lemoore,  Calif.,  permitting 
the  Senate  reduction  of  approximately  10 
percent  to  stand.  The  House  also  receded 
with  respect  to  the  increased  amount  granted 
for  the  Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point 
Mugu,  Calif. 

Other  items  which  were  the  subject  of  re¬ 
cession  by  the  House  involved,  for  the  most 
part,  construction  items  which  would  not  be 
funded  during  fiscal  year  1958. 

The  Congress  is  familiar  with  the  long 
legislative  history  involved  in  the  provision  of 
a  flying  facility  for  the  Naval  Academy. 
Again  this  year  the  matter  came  up  for  con¬ 
gressional  consideration  and  the  House  in¬ 
serted  an  item  authorizing  the  acquisition 
of  land  for  such  a  facility  to  be  named  John 
H.  Towers  Field  (location  undetermined). 
The  Senate  version  of  the  bill  contained  no 
similar  authority.  Recent  studies  by  both 
committees  have  revealed  that  Andrews  Air 
Force  Base  would  provide  an  apparently 
feasible  and  acceptable  site  for  the  now 
somewhat  enlarged  functions  contemplated 
by  the  Navy.  The  conferees  decided,  there¬ 
fore,  to  insert  the  following  language  which, 
in  essence,  preserves  the  thinking  of  both 
the  House  and  the  Senate : 

“Naval  Air  Facility,  to  be  known  as  John  H. 
Towers  Field,  and  to  be  located  at  Andrews 
Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Md.,  opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  utilities,  and  ground  im¬ 
provement,  $3,200,000.” 

The  conferees  urge  both  the  Department 
of  the  Navy  and  the  Department  of  the  Air 
Force  to  arrive  at  a  prompt  agreement  for  the 
use  of  such  facilities  at  Andrews  Air  Force 
Base,  and  urge  the  Navy  to  proceed  expedi¬ 
tiously  in  planning  for  such  construction  or 
modification  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable 
this  facility  to  see  early  operation. 

AIR  FORCE 

The  House  conferees  found  themselves  in 
only  minor  disagreement  with  the  Senate 
action  on  title  III,  the  Air  Force  section  of 
the  bill.  Again,  as  was  the  case  with  respect 
to  the  other  two  military  departments, 
budgetary  and  funding  considerations  made 
reasonable  the  deletion  or  lowering  of  certain 
of  the  items  and  the  House,  therefore,  re¬ 
ceded  with  respect  to  a  large  number  of  these 
changes. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  conference  on 
title  III  of  the  bill,  the  Senate  receded  with 
respect  to  an  exchange  facility  at  Niagara 
Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y., 
the  provision  of  a  commissary  at  the  Youngs¬ 
town  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio, 
and  all  items  at  the  Marietta  Air  Force  Sta¬ 
tion,  Marietta,  Pa. 

At  Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Ga.,  the 
Senate  figure  was  raised  in  order  to  grant 
authority  for  the  construction  of  a  primary 
runway  and  its  attendant  taxiway. 

The  House  receded  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  a  dormitory  at  Otis  Air  Force  Base, 
Falmouth,  Mass.,  and  the  provision  of  an  ex¬ 
change  facility  at  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base, 
Camarillo,  Calif. 

Virtually  all  of  the  other  recessions  by  the 
House  involved  items  which  are  not  to  be 
funded  during  fiscal  year  1958. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Most  of  the  general  provisions  in  both  the 
Senate  and  the  House  versions  of  the  bill 
were  identical.  There  were,  however,  some 
fundamental  differences.  These  differences 
were  found  in  sections  406  and  407  of  the 
Senate  bill. 

Section  406  contained  no  counterpart  in 
the  House  bill.  It  was  designed,  the  House 
conferees  were  informed,  to  require  that  all 
housing,  from  whatever  source,  should  be  the 
subject  of  line  item  justification  in  military 
construction  bills  enacted  after  July  1,  1958. 
After  extended  discussion,  the  conferees 
agreed  that  the  language  should  be  modified 
in  such  fashion  as  to  eliminate  the  appli- 
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cability  of  the  section  to  Wherry  housing 
and,  specifically,  to  render  certain  that 
Wherry  housing  would  be  acquired  at  any 
installation  where  Capehart  housing  is 
planned  for  construction. 

The  other  section  which  was  in  substantial 
disagreement,  section  407  of  the  Senate  ver¬ 
sion,  related  to  the  granting  of  an  authority 
for  the  occupancy  of  inadequate  quarters  on 
a  rental  basis,  as  distinguished  from  the  sur¬ 
render  of  an  individual’s  whole  housing 
allowance.  The  House  conferees  insisted  on 
amendments  which  would  (1)  limit  the* 
housing  affected  to  family  quarters;  (2)  re¬ 
quire  that  all  housing  determined  to  be  in¬ 
adequate  should,  prior  to  July  1,  1960,  either 
be  altered  or  improved  so  as  to  qualify  as 
public  quarters,  or  be  demolished,  or  other¬ 
wise  disposed  of;  (3)  exclude  so-called 
Wherry  housing  from  the  applicability  of  the 
section;  and  (4)  require  that  the  net  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  basic  allowance  for  quar¬ 
ters  and  the  fair  rental  value  of  the  quarters 
be  paid  from  otherwise  available  appropria¬ 
tions. 

Section  506  of  the  Senate  version,  and  its 
House  counterpart,  of  the  bill  rescinds  exist¬ 
ing  authorizations  after  they  have  been  in 
existence  for  4  years,  and  contains  certain  ' 
exceptions.  Among  these  exceptions  in  the 
House  version  of  the  bill  was  that  relating  to 
the  authorizations  of  the  rental  guaranty  for 
family  housing  that  is  contained  in  section 
302  of  Public  Law  534,  82d  Congress.  The 
Senate  version  did  not  include  this  excep¬ 
tion.  After  deliberation,  the  conferees 
agreed  that  this  exception  should  be  in¬ 
cluded  and  the  Senate  receded. 

Section  411  of  the  House  bill,  which  had 
no  counterpart  in  the  Senate  bill,  in  effect, 
required  that  the  Secretary  of  Defense  inform 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives, 
for  appropriate  congressional  consideration, 
whenever  it  was  proposed  to  terminate  or 
reduce  the  operations  of  any  commercial-  or 
industrial-type  activity  where  such  activity 
had  been  in  operation  for  5  or  more  years  and 
required  the  services  of  10  or  more  civilian 
employees,  and  the  supplies  or  services  fur¬ 
nished  by  such  acti  Tty  were  to  be  furnished 
by  other  than  civilian  employees  of  the 
United  States.  After  deliberation,  the  House 
receded  with  respect  to  this  section. 

Section  412  of  the  House  version  of  the 
bill,  which  similarly  found  no  counterpart 
in  the  Senate  version,  prohibited  the  use  of 
the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Pres¬ 
ident  on  December  16,  1950,  as  a  basis  for 
negotiated  contracts,  as  distinguished  from 
competitive  bidding.  The  section  contained 
certain  exceptions  to  this  limitation. 

While  both  the  Senate  and  House  conferees 
were  in  very  substantial  agreement  that  the 
end  to  be  achieved  was  a  proper  one,  it  was 
decided  that  action  to  this  end  should  be 
embodied  in  separate  legislation  and  the 
House,  therefore,  receded. 

The  Senate  version  of  the  bill  contains  cost 
limitations  with  respect  to  cold  storage  and 
regular  warehousing,  permanent  barracks, 
and  bachelor  officer  quarters.  The  House 
receded  with  respect  to  this  section. 

The  Senate  and  the  House  were  in  dis¬ 
agreement  with  respect  to  the  amount  of 
additional  authority  which  should  be  granted 
for  the  Air  Force  Academy.  The  House  on 
the  one  hand  agreed  that  a  flying  facility 
should  be  provided  at  the  Academy  site  while 
the  Senate  felt  that  another  airfield  in  that 
area  could  be  used  for  this  activity.  The 
House  conferees  felt  that  at  least  on  a  tem¬ 
porary  basis,  other  flying  facilities  could  be 
vised  and  therefore  receded. 

As  the  bill  passed  the  House,  the  authori¬ 
ties  granted  in  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force 
titles  totaled  $1,416,573,000.  The  correspond¬ 
ing  authority  granted  in  the  Senate  version 
totaled  $1,203,413,000  or  $213,165,000  less  than 
the  House  version.  The  total  agreed  to  by 
the  conferees  for  titles  I,  IX,  and  in  is 
$1,232,495,000.  This  latter  sum  is  $184,078,000 


less  than  the  House  version  and  $29,082,000 
more  than  the  Senate  version. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Carl  T.  Durham, 

L.  Mendel  Rivers, 
Leslie  C.  Arends, 
Sterling  Cole, 

Leon  H.  Gavin, 

Walter  Norblad,  ^ 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


AMENDING  THE  INTERSTATE  COM¬ 
MERCE  ACT  TO  PROVIDE  FOR 
PRESERVATION  OF  COMPETITIVE 
THROUGH  ROUTES  FOR  RAIL 
CARRIERS 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to 
suspend  the  rules  and  pass  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5384)  to  amend  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  to  provide  for  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  competitive  through  routes  for 
rail  carriers,  as  amended. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  paragraph  (3)  of 
section  15  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
as  amended  (49  U.  S.  C.  15  (3) ),  is  amended 
by  striking  out  the  last  full  sentence  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following  new 
sentence:  “No  through  route  shall  be  can¬ 
celed — or  commercially  closed — by  tariff  ad¬ 
justments  except  by  agreement  of  all  car¬ 
riers  whose  lines  are  embraced  therein,  un¬ 
less  the  Commission  shall,  upon  application 
by  the  proponent  or  proponents  and  after 
hearing,  find  that  such  cancellation,  or  com¬ 
mercial  closing,  is  consistent  with  the  public 
interest  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (4)  of  this  section,  and  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proof  shall  be  upon  the  carrier  or 
carriers  proposing  such  cancellation,  or  com¬ 
mercial  closing,  to  show  that  the  cancella¬ 
tion  or  commercial  closing,  is  consistent  with 
public  interest,  without  regard  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  (4)  of  this  s&ction.  For 
the  purposes  of  this  paragraph,  a  route  shall 
be  regarded  as  commercially  closed  if  the 
rate  applicable  over  it  on  a  particular  com¬ 
modity  or  description  of  traffic  is  higher  than 
on  like  traffic  over  another  route,  from  and  to 
the  same  points,  in  which  one  or  more  of 
such  carriers  participate,  by  an  amount 
which  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business  re¬ 
strains  movements  of  traffic  over  such  route.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  second  de¬ 
manded? 

yr  Mr.  SCHENCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  de- 
’  mand  a  second. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  a  second  be 
considered  as  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  H.  R.  5384  is 
brought  to  you  unanimously  by  our  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce,  to  amend  section  15  (3)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  by  providing 
that  no  through  route  shall  be  canceled, 
as  in  the  present  law,  or  commercially 
closed,  as  added  by  this  bill,  by  tariff 
adjustments,  except  by  agreement  of  all 
carriers,  parties  to  the  tariff,  unless  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  shall, 
upon  application  and  after  hearing,  find 
that  such  cancellation  or  commercial 
closing  is  consistent  with  the  public 
interest. 

Section  15  (3)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  now  provides  that  the  Com¬ 


mission  may  suspend  for  investigation 
any  tariff  or  schedule  which,  without  the 
consent  of  all  carriers  thereto,  or  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Commission,  cancels  any 
through  route,  rate,  fare,  charges,  or 
classification. 

Our  committee  held  hearings  on  the 
bill.  There  is  a  division  of  thinking 
within  the  railroad  industry  itself.  In 
fact,  this  bill  is  sponsored  by  the  Short¬ 
line  Railroad  Association  and  at  least 
part  of  the  large  railroads  are  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  it. 

During  the  hearings  by  the  committee 
a  number  of  railroads,  especially  the 
short  lines,  testified  that  while  the  pres¬ 
ent  provision  would  perhaps  be  helpful 
in  preservation  of  through  routes,  in 
recent  years  some  rail  carriers  have 
attempted  by  various  methods  to  cir¬ 
cumvent  the  limitations  imposed. 

That  is  the  crux  of  this  bill. 

A  frequently  used  method  is  that  of 
carrier  publication — without  consent  of 
all  carriers  parties  to  existing  routes  over 
which  the  traffic  is  moving — of  new 
through  rates — lower  and  more  attrac¬ 
tive  to  shippers — which  would  not  apply 
over  all  of  the  old  through  routes.  No 
attempt  is  made  to  cancel  the  old  joint 
rates,  or  the  through  routes  to  which  the 
rates  apply,  but  one  or  more  through 
routes  available  to  the  shipper  are 
omitted  from  the  new  tariff.  From  a 
practical  standpoint,  the  omitted  routes 
are  commercially  closed. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Specifically,  what  does 
the  gentleman  mean  by  a  through  route? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  That  means  that  you 
have  more  than  one  road  involved.  As 
an  example,  on  a  shipment  from  here 
to  Richmond,  Va.,  by  one  road  and  from 
there  to  Durham,  N.  C.,  for  example,  by 
another  road  there  must  be  through 
routes,  there  being  more  than  one  rail¬ 
road  involved.  I  think  the  gentleman 
understands. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  do, 
but  I  will  listen  to  the  gentleman  for  his 
further  explanation. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Let  us  use  another  ex¬ 
ample,  that  of  a  shipment  from  Wash¬ 
ington  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  over  one  route, 
that  is,  over  a  particular  road.  That 
shipment  is  on  its  way  to  California. 
After  it  gets  to  St.  Louis  it  must  be  taken 
by  another  road,  Union  Pacific,  let  us  say, 
to  California. 

Now,  when  the' ‘tariffs  are  published 
before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  they  publish  these  joint  through 
routes;  in  other  words,  all  the  way  from 
Washington  to  California.  That  is  what 
I  mean  by  referring  to  joint  routes. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  As  the  gentleman  has 
indicated,  there  is  considerable  opposi¬ 
tion  to  this  bill.  I  understand  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Association  of  Railroads,  for  in\  / 
stance,  is  opposed  to  the  bill.  Is  that  \ 
correct? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Yes;  they  appeared 
before  the  committee  in  opposition  to  it. 
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—HOUSE. _ 


1.  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL  FOR  1958.  Received  the  conference  report  on  this 
bill,  H.R.  9131  (B.  Rept.  1207)  (pp.  14026-30).  As  reported  t;he  bill  provides 
$4  million  for  ARS  for  eradication  of  screwworms  and  fireants  (instead  of  $5 
million  as  proposed  by  the  Senate).  The  amount  of  $3.5  million  added  by  the 
Senate  for  poultry  inspection  was  reported  in  disagreement,  but  the  statement 
of  the  House  managers  says  a  motion  will  be  offered  to  concur  with  the  Senate 
amendment,  with  an  amendment  to  provide  $1,300,000  instead  of  $3.5  million  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate.  The  item  of  $25  million  for  emergency  conservation 

/measures  was  reported  in  disagreement.  The  item  to  authorize  the  use  of  not 
to  exceed  $50,000  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  forest  land  management  in  1958 
for  the  acquisition  of  sites  for  buildings  outside  the  national  forests  with 
other  limitation,  was  reported  in  disagreement. 


2.  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.R.  8240,  the  military 
housing  construction  authorization  bill,  including  a  provision  for  the  use  of 
foreign  currencies  acquired  under  Public  Law  480  for  the  construction  of 
military  family  housing  units  in  foreign  countries  (pp.  14030-34) .  This  bill 
will  now  be  sent  to  the  President. 


3.  ATOMIC  ENERGY.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.R.  8996,  authorizing 
appropriations  for  the  AEC  to  acquire  or  construct  power  reactor  facilities 
(pp.  14037-42) .  The  report  had  been  submitted  by  the  conference  committee 
earlier  (H.  Rept.  1204) (p.  14054). 


\ 

\ 


4, 


PERSONNEL.  The  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  reported  with  amendment 

S.  1411,  to  give  agencies  discretion  in  either  suspending  or  retaining  on 
duty  a  Federal  employee  prior  to  security  hearings  (H.  Rept.  1201 ) J  p.  14054 


5. 


STATION  TRANSFERS.  A  subcommittee  of  the  Government  Operations  Committee  ordered 
reported  S.  1408,  to  provide  allowances  for  transportation  of  house  trailers 
to  civilian  emplbyees  of  the  U.S.  who  are  transferred  from  one  official 
station  to  another,  p.  D806 


\ 


6.  RECLAMATION.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  ordered  reported  with 
amendment  S.  1996,  to  approve  the  contract  negotiated  with  the  Casper-Alcova 
Irrigation  District  and\to  provide  that  the  excess-land  provision  of  the 
Federal  reclamation  laws^shall  not  apply  to  the  lands  of  the  Kendrick  project, 
Wyo..  p.  D807 


7.  RICE;  FISHERIES.  A  subcommittee  of  the  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  Committee 
ordered  reported  with  amendment  S.  1552,  to  develop  methods  for  the  commercial 
production  of  fish  on  flooded  rice  acreage  in  rotation  with  rice  field  crop, 
p.  D807 


SENATE 


8. 


WHEAT.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report 'oh  S.  959,  to  exempt  certain  wheat 
producers  from  liability  where  all  the  wheat  crop  is  fed  or  used  for  seed  or 
food  on  the  farm  where  produced  (See  Digest  149) .  This  bill  will  now  be  sent 
to  the  President,  pp.  13984-5 


/ 


9. 


REA  LOANS.  Sens.  Humphrey,  Carroll,  Morton,  Allott,  and  Aiken  discussed  the 
alleged  change  in  REA  loan  authority,  which  Sen.  Humphrey  contended  was  a 
violation  of  the  Secretary's  promises  when  the  Reorganization  Act  was  adopted, 
and  Sen.  Carroll  charged  was  a  basic  change  in  policy  violating  the  REA  Act.  ( 
Sen.  Allott  defended  the  Secretary,  pp.  13998-14005,  14006-8 


10. 


/ 


ii. 


ELECTRIFICATION;  RECLAMATION.  Passed  with  an  amendment  S.  2757,  to  authorize 
construction  of  the  Burns  Creek  Project,  Ida..  The  amendment,  by  Sen.  Anderson, 
provided  that  all  lands  acquired  within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  a  national 
forest  and  not  used  by  the  project  shall  become  national  forest  lands,  pp. 
13995,  13997-8  v  9 

WATER  RESOURCES.  Concurred  in  the  House  amendment  to  S.  2431,  granting  Con¬ 
gressional  consent  to  the  Ore. -Calif,  compact  on  the  Klamath  River  Basin.  This 
bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President,  p.  13992 

At  the  request  of  Sen.  Talmadge,  passed  over  S.  Con.  Res.  28,  to  authorize 
the  compilation  and  printing  of  materials  relating  to  the  development  of  the 
water  resources  of  the  Columbia  River,  p.  13947 

Both  Houses  received  from  the  Budget  Bureau  plans  for  improvement  works 
on  the  Bayou  Nexipique  watershed.  La. ,  and  the  Alamo  Arroyo  and  Diablo  Arroyo 
watershed,  Tex.,  pp.  13919,  14054 


12. 


ONIONS.  The  Daily  Digest  states  that  the  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee 
annulled  its  proposed  favorable  report  without  amendment  on  S.  778,  to  prohibit 


trading  in  onion  futures  in  commodity  exchanges,  p.  D804 
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of  rates  authorized  by  sections  411  and  412 
of  the  'Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (22  TJ,  S.  C.  866,  867),  for  Chiefs  of  Mis¬ 
sion  and  Foreign  Service  officers  occupying 
positions  of  equivalent  importance,  except 
that  no  Men\ber  of  the  Senate  or  House  of 
Representatives  or  officer  of  the  United 
States  who  is  designated  under  subsection 
(b)  or  subsection  (c)  of  this  section  as  a 
delegate  or  representative  of  the  United 
States  or  as  an  alternate  to  attend  any  speci¬ 
fied  session  or  specified  sessions  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Conference  shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
such  compensation.  Any  person  who  re¬ 
ceives  compensation  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  subsection  may  be  granted  al¬ 
lowances  and  benefits  not  to  exceed  those 
received  by  Chiefs  of  Mission  and  Foreign 
Service  officers  occupying  positions  of  equiv¬ 
alent  importance. 

‘‘Sec.  3.  The  participation  of  the  United 
States  in  the  International  Atomic  Energy 
Agency  shall  be  consistent  with  and  in  fur¬ 
therance  of  the  purposes  of  the  Agency  set 
forth  in  its  Statute  and  the  policy  concern¬ 
ing  the  development,  use,  and  control  of 
atomic  energy  set  forth  in  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended.  The  President 
shall,  from  time  to  time  as  occasion  may  re¬ 
quire,  but  not  less  than  once  each  year, 
make  reports  to  the  Congress  on  the  activi¬ 
ties  of  the  International  Atomic  Energy 
Agency  and  on  the  participation  of  the 
United  States  therein.  In  addition  to  any 
other  requirements  of  law,  the  Department 
of  State  and  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
shall  keep  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic 
Energy,  the  House  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs,  and  the  Senate  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Relations,  as  appropriate,  currently  in¬ 
formed  with  respect  to  the  activities  of  the 
Agency  and  the  participation  of  the  United 
States  therein. 

“Sec.  4.  The  representatives  provided  for 
In  section  2  hereof,  when  representing  the 
United  States  in  the  organs  of  the  Agency, 
shall,  at  all  times,  act  in  accordance  with 
the  instructions  of  the  President,  and  such 
representatives  shall,  in  accordance  with 
such  Instructions,  cast  any  and  all  votes  un¬ 
der  the  Statute  of  the  International  Atomic 
Energy  Agency. 

“Sec.  5.  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  annually  to  the  Department  of 
State,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  for  the  payment  by  the  United 
States  of  its  share  of  the  expenses  of  the 
International  Atomic  Energy  Agency  as  ap¬ 
portioned  by  the  Agency  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (D)  of  article  XIV  of  the  Statute 
of  the  Agency,  and  for  all  necessary  salaries 
and  expenses  of  the  representatives  provided 
for  in  section  2  hereof  and  of  their  appro¬ 
priate  staffs,  including  personal  services 
without  regard  to  the  civil  service  laws  and 
the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended; 
travel  expenses  without  regard  to  the  Stand¬ 
ardized  Government  Travel  Regulations,  as 
amended,  the  Travel  Expense  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  and  section  10  of  the  Act  of  March 
3,  1933,  as  amended;  salaries  as  authorized  by 
the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amended, 
or  as  authorized  by  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended,  and  expenses  and  al¬ 
lowances  of  personnel  and  dependents  as 
authorized  by  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of 
1946,  as  amended;  services  as  authorized  by 
section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  2,  1946  (5 
U.  S.  C.  55a);  translating  and  other  services, 
by  contract;  hire  of  passenger  motor  ve¬ 
hicles  and  other  local  transportation;  print¬ 
ing  and  binding  without  regard  to  section 
II  of  the  Act  of  March  1,  1919  (44  U.  S.  C. 
Ill);  official  functions  and  courtesies;  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  defray  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  United  States  participation  in  the 
Preparatory  Commission  for  the  Agency,  es¬ 
tablished  pursuant  to  annex  I  of  the  Statute 
of  the  Agency;  and  such  other  expenses  as 
may  be  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 


"Sec.  6.  (a)  Notwithstanding  any  other 
provision  of  law,  Executive  order  or  regula¬ 
tion,  a  Federal  employee  who,  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Federal  agency  or  the  head  of 
the  department  by  which  he  is  employed, 
leaves  his  position  to  enter  the  employ  of 
the  Agency  shall  not  be  considered  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act,  as  amended,  and  the  Federal  Employees’ 
Group  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  as  separated  from  his  Federal  posi¬ 
tion  during  such  employment  with  the 
Agency  but  not  to  extend  beyond  the  first 
three  consecutive  years  of  his  entering  the 
employ  of  the  Agency :  Provided,  ( 1)  That  he 
shall  pay  to  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
within  ninety  days  from  the  date  he  is  sep¬ 
arated  without  prejudice  from  the  Agency 
all  necessary  deductions  and  agency  contri¬ 
butions  for  coverage  under  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  for  the  period  of  his  employ¬ 
ment  by  the  Agency,  and  (2)  That  all  deduc¬ 
tions  and  agency  contributions  necessary  for  , 
continued  coverage  under  the  Federal  Em¬ 
ployees’  Group  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended,  shall  be  made  during  the  term 
of  his  employment  with  the  International 
Atomic  Energy  Agency.  If  such  employee, 
within  three  years  from  the  date  of  his  em¬ 
ployment  with  the  Agency,  and  within  ninety 
days  from  the  date  he  is  separated  without 
prejudice  from  the  Agency,  applies  to  be  re¬ 
stored  to  his  Federal  position,  he  shall  within 
thirty  days  of  such  application  be  restored 
to  such  position  or  to  a  position  of  like  sen¬ 
iority,  status  and  pay. 

“(b)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law.  Executive  order  or  regulatiofi,  any 
Presidential  appointee  or  elected  officer  who 
leaves  his  position  to  enter,  or  v?ho  within 
ninety  days  after  the  termination  of  his 
position  enters,  the  employ  of/the  Agency, 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  coverage  and  bene¬ 
fits  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act, 
as  amended,  and  the  Federal  Employees’ 
Group  Life  Insurance  Act;  of  1954,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  but  not  beyond  the  earlier  of  either  the 
termination  of  his  employment  with  the 
Agency  or  the  expiration  of  three  years  from 
the  date  he  entered  employment  with  the 
Agency:  Provided ,  (1)  That  he  shall  pay  to 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  within  ninety 
days  from  the  date  he  is  separated  without 
prejudice  from  the  Agency  all  necessary  de¬ 
ductions  and  agency  contributions  for  cov¬ 
erage  under  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act 
for  the  period  of  his  employment  by  the 
Agency,  and  (2)  That  all  deductions  and 
agency  contributions  necessary  for  contin¬ 
ued ‘‘coverage  under  the  Federal  Employees’ 
Group  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1954,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  shall  be  made  during  the  term  of  his 
employment  with  the  Agency. 

“(c)  The  President  is  authorized  to  pre¬ 
scribe  such  regulations  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  section 
and  to  protect  the  retirement,  insurance  and 
such  other  civil  service  rights  and  privi¬ 
leges  as  the  President  may  find  appropriate. 

“Sec.  7.  Section  54  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  new  sentences:  ‘Unless 
hereafter  otherwise  authorized  by  law  the 
Commission  shall  be  compensated  for  special 
nuclear  material  so  distributed  at  not  less 
than  the  Commission’s  published  charges  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  domestic  distribution  of  such 
material,  except  that  the  Commission  to 
assist  and  encourage  research  on  peaceful 
uses  or  for  medical  therapy  may  so  distribute 
without  charge  during  any  calendar  year  only 
a  quantity  of  such  material  which  at  the 
time  of  transfer  does  not  exceed  in  value 
$10,000  in  the  case  of  one  nation  or  $50,000 
in  the  case  of  any  group  of  nations.  The 
Commission  may  distribute  to  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Atomic  Energy  Agency,  or  to  any  group 
of  nations,  only  such  amounts  of  special 
nuclear  materials  and  for  such  periods  of 
time  as  are  authorized  by  Congress :  Provided, 


however,  That,  notwithstanding  this  pro¬ 
vision,  the  Commission  is  hereby  authorized 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  123,  to 
distribute  to  the  Agency  five  thousand  kilo¬ 
grams  of  contained  uranium-235,  together 
with  the  amounts  of  special  nuclear  ma¬ 
terial  which  will  match  in  amount  the  sum 
of  all  quantities  of  special  nuclear  materials 
made  available  by  all  other  members  of  the 
Agency  to  July  1,  I960.’ 

“Sec.  8.  In  the  event  of  an  amendment 
to  the  Statute  of  the  Agency  being  adopted 
in  accordance  with  article  XVIII-C  of  the 
Statute  to  which  the  Senate  by  formal  vote 
shall  refuse  its  advice  and  consent,  upon 
notification  by  the  Senate  to  the  President 
of  such  refusal  to  advise  and  consent,  all 
further  authority  under  section  2,  3,  4,  and 
5  of  this  Act,  as  amended,  shall  terminate: 
Provided,  however.  That  the  Secretary  of-' 
State,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Presi¬ 
dent  shall  promulgate,  shall  have  the 
necessary  authority  to  complete  the  prompt 
and  orderly  settlement  of  obligations  and 
commitments  to  the  Agency  already  incurred 
and  pay  salaries,  allowances,  travel  expenses, 
and  other  expenses  required  for  a  prompt  and 
orderly  termination  of  United  States  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  Agency:  And  provided  further. 
That  the  representative  and  the  deputy 
representative  of  the  United  States  to  the 
Agency,  and  such  other  officers  or  employees 
representing  the  United  States  in  the 
Agency,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Presi¬ 
dent  shall  promulgate,  shall  retain  their 
authority  under  this  Act  for  such  time  as 
may  be  necessary  to  complete  the  settlement 
of  matters  arising  out  of  the  United  States 
participation  in  the  Agency’’  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Carl  T.  Durham, 

Melvin  Price, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Sterling  Cole, 

James  E.  Van  ZanDt, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Clinton  P.  Anderson, 

John  O.  Pastore, 

Albert  Gore, 

Henry  M.  Jackson, 

Bourke  B.  Hickenlooper, 
William  F.  Knowland, 

John  W.  Bricker, 

Henry  Dworshak, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate, 

Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8992)  to  provide  for 
the  appointment  of  representatives  of  the 
United  States  in  the  organs  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Atomic  Energy  Agency,  and  to  make 
other  provisions  with  respect  to  the  partici¬ 
pation  of  the  United  States  in  that  Agency, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following 
statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the 
action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the 
accompanying  conference  report  as  to  such 
amendment,  namely: 

The  main  matter  in  dispute  between  the 
House  and  the  Senate  was  the  desirability  of 
requiring  that  other  amounts  of  materials 
beyond  the  amount  tentatively  offered  to  the 
Agency  by  the  President  in  his  message  of 
October  26,  1956,  should  be  transferred  only 
after  congressional  authorization.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  members  of  the  conference  insisted  that 
this  requirement  would  have  been  written 
into  the  Resolution  of  Ratification  if  it  had 
not  been  certain  that  it  would  have  gone  into 
the  Participation  Act.  There  is  no  doubt  in 
the  minds  of  Members  of  the  House  of  the 
importance  of  having  congressional  control 
of  some  kind  over  the  materials  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred.  While  it  was  the  thought  of  the 
House  Members  that  there  were  already  ade¬ 
quate  controls  for  this  purpose  in  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act,  the  House  Members  receded  from. 
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their  objections  when  the  amendment  was 
broadened  so  as  to  include  all  international 
agencies  and  not  to  single  out  just  the  In¬ 
ternational  Atomic  Energy  Agency.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  language  of  the  requirement  for 
congressional  authorization  is  broadened  to 
require  the  Congress  indicate  the  time  limit 
on  the  authorization.  This  was  done  in 
order  to  negate  any  idea  in  other  nations 
that  the  congressional  authorization  would 
be  required  for  either  single  years  or  single 
projects. 

Cam.  T.  Durham, 

Melvin  Price, 

Paul  J.  Kelday, 

Sterling  Cole, 

James  E.  Van  Zandt, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Speaker^  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  conference  report 
on  the  bill  H.  R.  8992.  \ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  conference  re¬ 
port  has  not  been  printed ;  therefore,  it  is 
not  in  conformance  with  the  rules  of  the 
House  for  the  matter  to  be  under  con¬ 
sideration  at  this  time.  Is  that  not  cor¬ 
rect? 

The  SPEAKER.  That  is  the  reason 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  is 
asking  unanimous  consent  to  take  it  up 
now. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Is  any  printed  informa¬ 
tion  available? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  has  no  in¬ 
formation  on  that.  The  Chair  is  sim¬ 
ply  putting  a  unanimous-consent  request. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

Mr.  COLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  withhold  his  objection? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  withhold  the  objec¬ 
tion,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  COLE.  What  the  gentleman  says 
is  right;  the  printed  report  is  not  avail¬ 
able,  but  I  am  sure  the  explanation  that 
will  be  given  to  the  gentleman  will  satisfy 
him  that  the  work  of  the  conferees  is 
entirely  acceptable. 

Mr.  GROSS.  May  I  have  the  assur¬ 
ance  of  the  gentleman  from  North  Car¬ 
olina  that  the  conference  report  will  be 
explained  so  that  the  House  may  know 
what  changes  were  made  in  conference? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  will  try  to  do  that. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  withdraw  my  objec¬ 
tion,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina?  / 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement 
be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker  and  Members  of  the 
House,  this  is  the  implementing  legisla¬ 
tion  for  the  treaty  which  was  signed 
some  weeks  ago  in  regard  to  the  interna¬ 
tional  organization.  The  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  House  and  the  other  body  was 
on  the  so-called  Bricker  amendment. 
The  Bricker  amendment  put  a  limitation 


in  the  bill.  The  President,  as  we  all  re¬ 
call,  first  obligated  5,000  kilograms  of  this 
material  to  the  International  Agency  to 
begin  with.  Under  the  treaty,  of  course, 
there  are,  I  believe,  82  nations  which  will 
meet  in  Geneva  to  finally  organize  this 
agency  in  October.  The  safeguards  that 
the  committee  put  around  this  Agency 
and  which  were  of  some  concern  to 
Members  of  the  House  and  the  Members 
of  the  other  body,  I  think,  are  adequate. 
The  State  Department  at  first  objected 
to  part  of  the  Bricker  amendment.  In 
revising  the  amendment,  we  made  it  so 
that  all  of  the  international  organiza¬ 
tions  which  participate  in  this  material 
such  as  Euratom  and  under  our  bilateral 
agreements,  they  will  all  be  treated  alike. 
The  committee  felt,  of  course,  that  it  was 
the  best  procedure  to  try  to  treat  them 
all  alike  in  the  distribution  of  this  ma¬ 
terial.  We  do  not  give  this  material 
away,  except  for  small  grants  for  re¬ 
search  purposes.  It  is  sold  at  the  pre¬ 
vailing  price,  which  is  about  $16,000  a 
kilogram.  That,  in  substance,  explains 
the  conference  report  as  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cole!. 

Mr.  COLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
plained,  thisl'conference  report  relates  to 
the  bill  which^s  called  the  participation 
act  making  it  possible  for  our  Govern¬ 
ment  to  designate  a  member  of  the 
Board  of  Governors  which  will  direct 
the  International  Atomic  Energy  Agen¬ 
cy  and  for  that  representative  of  our 
Government  to  engage  whatever  per¬ 
sonnel  he  may  need  to  carry  out  that 
responsibility.  There  was  an  amend¬ 
ment,  a  sentence  added  to  the  bill  by 
the  Joint  Committee  which,  in  the  minds 
of  some  of  us,  was  highly  objectionable. 
The  effect  of  that  amendment  was,  with 
respect  to  the  International  Agency,  with 
the  exception  of  the  amounts  hereto- 


Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  / 

Mr.  COLE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  This  bill  provides  for 
participation  in  the  international  hrgan- 
ization?  / 

Mr.  COLE.  Yes. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Were  any  further  safe¬ 
guards  provided,  strengthening  the 
ability  of  this  international  organization 
to  control  fissionable  material? 

Mr.  COLE.  Whatever  additional  safe¬ 
guards  may  be  added  would  not  be  ap¬ 
propriate  for  the  participation  act,  be¬ 
cause  the  statute  which  has  been  ratified 
by  the  required  number  of  countries 
covers  the  operation  of  the  agency  itself. 
It  contains  safeguards  appropriate  for 
the  inspection  of  the  operations  of  the 
agency,  to  make  sure  that  there  is  no 
diversion  of  this  material  to  nonpeaceful 
purposed,  and  provides  for  penalties  and 
sanctions  in  case  of  violation  of  the 
commitment. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  gentleman  may  dis¬ 
agree,  but  one  of  my  reasons  for  opposing 
the  bill  was  that  there  were  not  adequate 
safeguards  set  up  in  the  international 
statute  despite  the  inspection  provisions, 
and  so  forth  and  so  on. 

Mr.  COLE.  The  gentleman  shduld 
know  that  our  Government  is  now  en¬ 
gaged  in  making  bilateral  agreements 
with  individual  countries  in  which  our 
Government  retains  the  right  of  inspec¬ 
tion  for  the  purpose  of  safety  and  health 
of  the  people,  and  to  prevent  diversion. 
Those  very  same  safeguards  are  con¬ 
tained  in  the  statute  of  the  international 
organization. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  yielding. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  conference  report. 


/ 


fore  promised  by  the  President  of  fission-  The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 
able  material  and  special  nuclear  ma-  A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 


terial,  that  hereafter  the  Congress  would  table, 
have  to  pass  an  act  authorizing  the 
transfer  of  any  additional  amounts. 

That  was  felt  to  be  discriminatory 
against  the  Agency  and  too  restrictive 
to  permit  the  Agency  to  operate  in  a 
reasonable  program.  The  conferees 
worked  out  a  compromise  which  seems 
to  have  accomplished  all  that  the  so- 
called  Bricker  amendment  sought  to  ac¬ 
complish,  but  at  the  same  time  removing 
some  of  the  •  discriminatory  aspects  and 
its  limitations.  It  is  now  worded  so 
that  the  Commission  may  distribute  to 
the  International  Agency  or  to  any  other 
group  of  nations  only  those  amounts  of 
special  nuclear  material  and  for  such  pe¬ 
riods  of  time  as  the  Congress  may  desig¬ 
nate.  So  that  as  it  is  now  worded,  both 
the  amounts  of  material  and  the  periods 
of  time  under  which  those  amounts  may 
be  sold  to  the  Agency  are  retained  in  the 
hands  of  the  Congress.  It  indicates  that 
the  Congress  may,  by  appropriate  act, 
authorize  the  sale  of  whatever  quantity 
the  Congress  feels  reasonable  and  for 
whatever  period  of  time  the  Agency 
may  need  to  use  that  material.  So  there 


MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  ACT  OF 
1957 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8240)  to  authorize  certain  construction 
at  military  installations,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  statement  be  read  in  lieu  of 
the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  state¬ 
ment,  see  proceedings  of  the  House,  Au¬ 
gust  19,  1957.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  discuss 
briefly  the  conference  report  on  H.  R. 
8240,  the  military  construction  bill  for 
fiscal  year  1958.  As  you  are  aware,  the 


Senate  took  the  House  bill  and  struck 

is  a  reasonably  acceptable  compromise  all  language  after  the  enacting  clause. 


from  both  viewpoints.  I  urge  that  the 
conference  report  be  accepted. 


As  the  bill  passed  the  House,  the  au¬ 
thorities  granted  in  the  Army,  Navy, 
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and  Air  Force  titles  totaled  $1,416,573,- 
000.  The  corresponding  authority 
granted  in  the  Senate  version  totaled 
$1,203,413,000  or  $213,165,000  less  than 
the  House  version.  The  total  agreed  to 
by  the  conferees  for  titles  I,  H,  and  III 
is  $1,232,495,000.  This  latter  sum  is 
$184,078,000  less  than  the  House  version 
and  $29,082,000  more  than  the  Senate 
version.  The  House  has  appropriated 
$1,475,000,000  for  the  projects  authorized 
in  this  bill  and  for  authorizations 
granted  in  prior  years. 

There  were  some  rather  important 
differences  in  the  general  provisions  of 
the  bill.  For  example,  section  411  of  the 
House  bill  would  require  a  resolution  of 
one  of  the  Houses  to  prevent  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  from  closing  down  on 
industrial  or  commercial  type  activity 
under  certain  circumstances.  The 
House  receded  with  respect  to  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

Section  412  of  the  House  bill  would 
have  prevented  the  use  of  the  national 
emergency  as  a  basis  for  negotiated  con¬ 
tracts.  I  might  say  with  respect  to  this 
section  that  the  Senate  and  House  con¬ 
ferees  were  in  complete  agreement  that 
legislation  of  this  kind  appears  neces¬ 
sary,  but  it  was  agreed  that  separate 
legislation  should  be  used  for  this  pur¬ 
pose. 

The  Senate  version  of  the  bill  con¬ 
tained  authority  for  the  occupancy  of 
substandard  housing  by  military  person¬ 
nel  on  a  rental  basis  and  without  loss  of 
housing  allowance.  The  House  version 
contained  no  such  provision.  The  House, 
however,  earlier  this  year  had  passed  a 
separate  bill  covering  this  matter.  The 
language  in  the  Senate  construction  bill 
was  at  considerable  variance  from  this 
bill  passed  by  the  House.  In  conference, 
the  Senate  agreed  to  language  which  is 
virtually  identical  to  the  substandard  bill 
as  it  had  passed  the  House.  Under  the 
version  accepted  by  the  conferees,  no 
Wherry  housing  can  be  declared  .sub¬ 
standard. 

The  Senate  version  also  had  a  section 
406  which  would  require  that  all  housing, 
from  whatever  source,  and  under  what¬ 
ever  law,  would  be  the  subject  of  a  specif¬ 
ic  line  item  in  the  military  construction 
bill.  The  House  version  had  no  such 
provision.  The  conferees  agreed  that  the 
Senate  version  should  be  accepted  with 
an  amendment.  The  amendment  eli¬ 
minates  from  the  applicability  of  the 
section  to  Wherry  housing  which  is  lo¬ 
cated  at  installations  where  Capehart 
housing  is  to  be  constructed. 

I  wish  to  make  it  entirely  clear  that 
this  section  does  not  repeal  any  existing 
law.  All  the  current  housing  programs 
of  the  various  services  continue  exactly 
as  they  are  today  through  June  30,  1958. 
After  that  time*,  in  order  to  maintain  a 
single  unified  view  of  all  military  hous¬ 
ing,  the  section  will  require  that  indi¬ 
vidual  line  items  be  included  in  the  con¬ 
struction  bill  covering  all  housing  from 
whatever  source. 

It  might  be  asked  why  the  clearance 
procedure  with  the  committee  which  is 
in  force  today,  is  not  sufficient.  To  this 
I  would  answer  that  it  is  obviously  more 
effective  and  more  efficient  if  the  com¬ 
mittee  can  check  housing  requirements 


at  installations  at  the  same  time  that  it 
is  considering  the  other  construction 
items  at  that  installation.  Also  with  re¬ 
cent  cuts  and  rumors  of  further  cuts  in 
personnel  strength  an  even  greater  con¬ 
trol  must  be  exercised  over  the  housing 
to  be  built  for  our  military  people  in  or¬ 
der  that  we  will  not  find  ourselves  with 
vacant  family  houses  at  or  near  military 
installations. 

In  effect,  then,  the  change  made  by  the 
House  will  require  that  wherever  Cape- 
hart  housing  is  to  be  constructed  the 
Wherry  housing  must  be  acquired. 

I  will  file  in  the  Record  today  a  State 
breakdown  of  all  installations  indicating 
the  results  of  the  conference. 

CAPEHART  HOUSING 

I  do  not  think  the  gentleman  needs  to 
be  at  all  concerned  about  the  effect  of 
this  section  on  Capehart  housing.  The 
House  Armed  Services  Committee  has 
already  passed  on  over  90,000  units  of 
Capehart  hoysing  and  given  its  favorable 
consideration  of  it. 

Between  now  and  next  July,  a  period 
of  almost  a  year,  it  would  be  my  judg¬ 
ment  that  the  departments  will  have 
firmed  up  their  plans  and  submitted  vir¬ 
tually  all  of  the  additional  projects  which 
they  hope  to  build.  And  I  can  say  that 
wherever  the  housing  is  really  needed, 
the  House  Armed  Services  Committee 
will  continue  as  it  has  in  the  past  and 
approve  these  projects. 

I  might  say  also  that  the  statement 
which  I  have  just  made  in  presenting  the 
conference  report  is  wholly  consistent 
with  statements  made  yesterday  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  concerning  the  effect 
of  section  406  on  housing  to  be  con¬ 
structed  under  the  Capehart  law. 

Mr.  RAINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RAINS.  As  I  understand,  the  only 
change  in  that  part  of  the  act  is  that 
after  July  1,  1958,  the  military  in  the 
event  they  desire  to  build  Capehart  or 
title  VIII  housing  will  first  have  to  pre¬ 
sent  their  needs  to  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee  when  you  consider 
the  military  construction  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  RAINS.  But  now  the  operation  is 
that  you  have  a  kind  of  veto  over  them 
after  they  bring  them  in.  Is  that  not  it? 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  must  clear  them  in 
180  days. 

Mr.  RAINS.  One  other  question,  I 
noticed  the  gentleman  said  that  no 
change  had  to  do  with  the  mandatory 
requirement  of  Wherry  housing. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  RAINS.  But  I  notice  that  'the 
gentleman  said  in  his  remarks,  if  I  did 
not  misunderstand  him,  up  until  1958 — - 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  that  is  permanent, 
that  stands.  In  other  words,  so  the 
House  and  the  public  can  understand  it, 
no  Capehart  houses  can  be  built  at  any 
installation  where  there  are  Wherry 
houses  until  the  Wherry  houses  have 
been  acquired,  or  are  in  the  process  of 
acquisition. 

Mr.  RAINS.  One  other  question  or 
comment.  Then,  I  am  sure,  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Georgia  would 
not  think  that  there  is  anything  in  this 


conference  report  that  would  adversely 
affect  the  program  of  Capehart  housing, 
would  he? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Up  to  date,  as  I  said,  the 
House  committee  and  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  have  approved  90,000  units  of 
Capehart  housing. 

Mr.  RAINS.  If  the  gentleman  will  al¬ 
low  me  to  interrupt  I  would  like  to  say  at 
this  particular  point  that  since  January 
1957  there  have  been  20,663  Capehart 
houses  actually  started.  This  I  think  is 
a  fine  record. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right.  Be¬ 
tween  now  and  next  July  there  is  almost 
a  year,  and  in  that  time  the  Depart¬ 
ments  will  have  presented  their  plans, 
submitted  what  projects  they  need;  but 
as  far  as  the  law  is  concerned  it  stands 
that  they  have  the  authority  to  build 
Capehart  houses.  All  we  are  doing  is 
requiring  them  to  come  before  the  com¬ 
mittees  and  Congress  in  a  bill  of  this 
kind  authorizing  Capehart  houses  to  be 
constructed. 

Mr.  RAINS.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  TALLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  TALLE.  I  should  like  to  have  the 
assurance  of  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  on  one  point.  I  have 
read  what  is  included  in  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  of  yesterday  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  section  406  (a),  on  page  13880, 
and  likewise  with  reference  to  section 
406  at  the  bottom  of  page  13881.  It  is 
not  necessary  for  me  to  point  out  to  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Georgia 
that  the  need  for  adequate  military  hous¬ 
ing  is  urgent.  Furthermore,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  is  aware,  I  am  sure, 
that  15  units  of  Capehart  housing  are 
being  built  for  every  unit  built  with  ap¬ 
propriated  funds.  The  contrast  is  great 
indeed.  What  I  would  like  from  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Armed  Services,  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia,  is  assurance  that 
there  is  nothing  in  this  report  which 
will  tend  to  slow  up  the  construction  of 
Capehart  military  housing. 

Mr.  VINSON.  There  is  nothing  in 
this  report  that  interferes  with  the 
method  of  authorization  of  Capehart 
houses  until  1958,  in  July.  After  that, 
instead  of  having  a  clearance  by  the 
committee,  as  I  just  stated  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Alabama,  they  must  be  cleared 
in  a  military  construction  bill.  That 
will  not  slow  them  up  because  by  that 
time  most  of  the  units  will  be,  no  doubt, 
authorized  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  TALLE.  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
gentleman’s  assurance. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Do  I  understand  that 
this  conference  report  is  $184  million 
less  than  the  House  version  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON.  To  give  the  figures, 
when  it  passed  the  House  there  was  pro¬ 
vided  $1,416,573,000.  When  it  passed 
the  Senate  it  was  $1,203,413,000  or  $213,- 
165,000  less  than  the  House  bill.  The 
conferees  agreed  on  a  figure  of  $1,232,- 
495,000,  which  is  $184,078,000  less  than 
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the  House  version  or  $29,082,000  more 
than  the  Senate  version. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Where  was  the  cutback 
effected  principally,  if  in  any  particular 
item? 

Mr.  VINSON.  They  went  all  through 
the  bill  because  after  the  House  had  fin¬ 
ished  its  consideration  of  the  bill  and  be¬ 
fore  we  took  it  up  in  conference,  the 
Department  reexamined  their  author¬ 
ization  and  requested  that  some  $200 
million  in  authorizations  be  deleted.  We 
did  not  delete  it  in  the  House  bill  because 
we  knew  that  the  Senate  would  follow 
the  New  Look  of  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense.  That  is  what  they  did  and  that 
is  what  accounts  for  this  decrease. 

Mr.  GROSS.  How  much  was  in  the 
House  version  of  the  bill  for  the  flying 
field  at  the  new  Air  Force  Academy? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  do  not  have  that  right 
before  me,  but  that  has  been  reduced. 
When  it  was  called  up  in  conference 
someone  remarked  that  this  is  the  item 
the  gentleman  was  interested  in. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  am  not  speaking  about 
Grandview,  Mo.  I  am  speaking  about 
the  new  Air  Academy. 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  stand  at  the  Sen¬ 
ate  figure  on  that,  which  was  about  $12 
million  under  the  House  version. 

Mr.  GROSS.  There  will  be  a  field 
built  out  there? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  no  field  for  the 
time  being  is  to  be  built.  I  will  file  the 
State  breakdown  at  this  point. 

Summary  of  military  public  works  bill,  fiscal 
year  1958,  continental  United  States 


ALABAMA 

Army: 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot _  $2,  015,  000 

Fort  Rucker _ _  7,  549,  000 

Air  Force: 

Craige  AFB,  Selma _  2,  193,  000 

Maxwell  3FB,  Montgomery _  300,  000 


Total .  12,  057,  000 


ARIZONA 

Army:  Fort  Huachuca _  1,936,000 

Air  Force: 

Davis-Monthan  AFB,  Tucson.  2,  361,  000 

Luke  AFB,  Phoenix _  1,  848,  000 

Williams  AFB,  Chandler _  865,  000 


Total _  7,  010,  000 


ARKANSAS 

Air  Force:  Blytheville  AFB, 

Blytheville _  11,  516,  000 


CALIFORNIA 

Army: 

Jet  Propulsion  Laboratory _  130,  000 

Fort  MacArthur _ 1,  192,  000 

Fort  Ord _  3,  307,  000 

Presidio  of  San  Francisco _  120,  000 

Sharpe  General  Depot _ _ _  110,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Air  Station,  Alameda _  185,  000 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center, 

Barstow -  6,  841,  000 

Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Crows 

Landing -  39,  000 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station, 

El  Centro -  4,  310,  000 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El 

Toro -  3,  620,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lemoore _  27,  535,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach..  1,  500,000 

Naval  Station,  Long  Beach _ _  544,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar _  3, 401,  000 


Summary  of  military  public  works  bill,  fiscal 
year  1958,  continental  United  States— 


Continued 

CALIFORNIA 

Navy — Continued 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air 

Station,  Mojave _ $3,  281,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  North  Is¬ 
land _  7,  964,  000 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp 

Pendleton _ 1,  469,  000 

Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center, 

Point  Mugu _  7,  669,  000 

Naval  Magazine,  Port  Chicago.  236,  000 

Naval  Construction  Battalion 

Center,  Port  Hueneme _  759,  000 

Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  San 

Clemente _  9,  448,  000 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot, 

San  Diego _  116,000 

Naval  Training  Center,  San 

Diego . 1,  613,  000 

Naval  Communication  Sta¬ 
tion,  San  Diego _  100,  000 

Naval  Communication  Center, 

Stockton _  460,  000 

Marine  Corps  Training  Cen¬ 
ter,  29  Palms _ _  2,  331,000 

Air  Force : 

Beale  AFB,  Marysville _ 7,  458,  000 

Castle  AFB,  Merced _  2,  076,  000 

Edwards  AFB,  Muroc _  1,  987,  000 

George  AFB,  Victorville _  2,  478,  000 

Hamilton  AFB,  San  Rafael.. _  614,000 

March  AFB,  Riverside _ _  2,  372,  000 

Mather  AFB,  Sacramento _  8,  249,  000 

McClellan  AFB,  Sacramento..  4,  912,  000 

Oxnard  AFB,  Oxnard _  1,  828,  000 

Travis  AFB,  Fairfield _  1,937,000 


Total . . . .  122,  191,  000 


COLORADO 

Army: 

Fort  Carson _ _  1,  049,  000 

Fitzsimons  Army  Hospital _  937,  000 

Air  Force:  Air  Force  Academy, 

Colorado  Springs _  11,916,000 


Total _  13,  902,  000 


CONNECTICUT 

Navy:  Naval  Submarine  Base, 

New  London _  2,  966,  000 


DELAWARE 

Air  Force :  Dover  AFB,  Dover _  745,  000 


DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Army:  Walter  Reed  Army  Medi¬ 
cal  Center _  1,  920,  000 


FLORIDA 

Navy: 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cecil  Field.  5,  089,  000 
Naval  Air  Station,  Jackson¬ 
ville  _  39, 000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Key  West.  1,  456,  000 
Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station, 

Mayport _  384,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola.  6,  225,  000 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station, 

Saufley  Field _ 39,  000 

Air  Force  : 

Eglin  AFB,  Valparaiso _ _ _ _  5,  826,  000 

Homestead  AFB,  Homestead.  380,  000 

MacDill  AFB,  Tampa _ 936,  000 

Patrick  AFB,  Cocoa _ _  2,  882,  000 

Pinecastle  AFB,  Orlando _  3,  271,  000 

Tyndall  AFB,  Panama  City—  3, 186,  000 


Total _  29,  713,  000 


GEORGIA 

Army: 

Fort  Benning _ _  1,  583,  000 

Atlanta  General  Depot _ _  595,  000 

Fort  Stewart _ _  3,  691,  000 


Summary  of  military  public  works  bill,  fiscal 
year  1958,  continental  United  States— 


Continued 

GEORGIA 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center, 

Albany _  $140,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco-  293, 000 
Air  Force: 

Dobbins  AFB,  Marietta _ .  247,  000 

Hunter  AFB,  Savannah _  994,  000 

Moody  AFB,  Valdosta _ 938,  000 

Robins  AFB,  Macon _ _  13,  104,  000 

Turner  AFB,  Albany _  8,  628,  000 


Total. .  30,  213,  000 


IDAHO 

Air  Force:  Mountain  Home  AFB, 

Mountain  Home _  2,  022,  000 


ILLINOIS 

Army: 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot.  765,  000 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot _  758,  000 

Fort  Sheridan _  359,  000 

Navy: 

Electronics  Supply  Office, 

Great  Lakes _  92,  000 

Naval  Training  Center,  Great 

Lakes _  5,  598,  000 

Air  Force:  Scott  AFB,  Belleville.  900,  000 


Total _  8,  472,  000 


INDIANA 

Air  Force:  Bunker  Hill  AFB, 

Peru _  8,  966,  000 


IOWA 

Air  Force :  Sioux  City  Municipal 

Airport,  Sioux  City _  248,  000 


KANSAS 

Army: 

Fort  Leavenworth _ 336,  000 

Fort  Riley - -  2,  525,  000 

Air  Force: 

Forbes  AFB,  Topeka _ _  1,357,000 

McConnell  AFB,  Wichita _ _  763,  000 

Schilling  AFB,  Salina _  372,  000 


Total _  5,  353,  000 


*  KENTUCKY 

Army: 

Fort  Campbell _  5,117,000 

Fort  Knox _  4,  205,  000 


Total _ _  9,322,000 


LOUISIANA 

Army: 

Bossier  Base _  164,  000 

Fort  Polk _  7,  734,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  New  Iberia _  3,  653,  000 

Air  Force: 

England  AFB,  Alexandria _ _  1,  558,  000 

Barksdale  AFB,  Shreveport _  3,  344,  000 

Lake  Charles  AFB,  Lake 

Charles _  179.  000 


Total _ _  16,  632,  000 


MAINE 

Navy: 

Naval  Air  Station,  Brunswick.  180,  000 
Naval  Radio  Station,  Wash¬ 
ington  County _  13,  982,  000 

Air  Force: 

Dow  AFB,  Bangor _ _  14,  638,  000 

Loring  AFB,  Limestone _  7,  322,  000 

Presque  Isle  AFB,  Presque 

Isle _ _ _  244,  000 


Total _  36,366,000 
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MARYLAND 

Army: 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground _ „  $2,  288,  000 

Port  Detrick _ 627,  000 

Fort  George  G.  Meade _ _  589,  000 

Fort  Ritchie _ 820,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis _  1,602,000 

Naval  Engineering  Experiment 

Station,  Annapolis _ -  618,  000 

Applied  Physics  Laboratory, 

Howard  County _  1,  452,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent 

River _  2,  209,  000 

Naval  Air  Facility  (Andrews 

AFB)  John  H.  Towers  Field-  3,  200,  000 
Air  Forc»:  Andrews  AFB,  Camp 

Springs _  920,  000 


Total _ _  14,  325,  000 


MASSACHUSETTS  , 

Army: 

Boston  defense  area _ _  58,  000 

Fort  Devens _ _  6,  719,  000 

Air  Force : 

Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field, 

Bedford _ _  3,  469,  000 

Otis  AFB,  Falmouth _ • _  559,  000 

Westover  AFB,  Chicopee  Falls-  2,  073,  000 


Total _ _  12,  878,  000 


MICHIGAN 

Air  Force : 

Kinross  AFB,  Sault  Ste. 

Marie _  1,118,000 

K.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Marquette _  905,  000 

Selfridge  AFB,  Mount  Clem¬ 
ens  _  2,  898,  000 

Wurtsmith  AFB,  Oscoda _  2,  153,  000 


Total _  7,  074,  000 


MINNESOTA 

Air  Force :  Duluth  Municipal 
Airport,  Duluth _  4,  499,  000 


MISSISSIPPI 

Navy:  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,, Meridian _ -  13,387,000 

Air  Force  ■ 

Columbus  AFB,  Columbus _ „  2,  320,  000 

Greenville  AFB,  Greenville _  i9,  389,  000 

Keesler  AFB,  Biloxi .  2,  209,  000 


Total .  37,  305,  000 


MISSOURI 

Army:  Fort  Leonard  Wood _ _  4,663,000 

Air  Force : 

Aeronautical  Chart  and  Infor¬ 
mation  Center,  St.  Louis _ -  60,  000 

Grandview  AFB,  Kansas  City.  1, 100,  000 
Whiteman  AFB,  Knobnoster.-  235,  000 


To’tal _ _ _  6,  058,  000 


MONTANA 

Air  Force : 

Glasgow  Site _ _  3,  232,  000 

Malmstrom  AFB,  Great  Falls-  3,  518,  000 


Total  . . .  6,  750,  000 


NEBRASKA 

Army:  Sioux  Ordnance  Depot-—  249,  000 
Air  Force : 

Lincoln  AFB,  Lincoln _ -  37,  000 

Offutt  AFB,  Omaha _ -  7,  681,  000 


Total.— _  7,  967,  000 


Summary  of  military  public  works  bill,  fiscal 
year  1958,  continental  United  States — 


Continued 

NEVADA 

Army:  Lake  Mead  Base _ _  $138,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  Fallon _ _  4,  199,  000 

Air  Force : 

Indian  Spring  Air  Force  Base.  206.  000 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las 

Vegas - -  436,  000 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno _  1,  945,  000 


Total _  6,  924,  000 


NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Army:  Cold  Regions  Laborary 2,  496,  000 
Air  Force :  Portsmouth  Air  Force 


Base,  Portsmouth _  2,  344,  000 


Total -  4,  840,  000 


NEW  JERSEY 

Army:  Camp  Kilmer _  2,381,000 

Air  Force :  McGuire  Air  Force 

Base,  Wrightstown _  595,  000 


Total -  2,  976,  000 


NEW  MEXICO 

Army: 

Manzano  Base _  50,  000 

White  Sands  Proving  Ground-  16,  530,  000 
Air  Force : 

Clovis  AFB,  Clovis _  2,  149,  000 

Holloman  AFB,  Alamogordo _  11,  869,  000 

Walker  AFB,  Roswell _  9,  676,  000 

Kirtland  AFB,  Albuquerque—  2,  276,  000 


Total _  42,  550,  000 


NEW  YORK 

Army: 

Bellemore,  Long  Island _  1,  201,  000 

Brooklyn  Army  Base _  1, 169,  000 

Fort  Totten _  200,  000 

United  States  Military  Acad¬ 
emy -  1,  666,  000 

Navy:  Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn-  1,  452,  000 
Air  Force : 

Griffiss  AFB,  Rome _ _  10,  410,  000 

Mitchel  AFB,  Hempstead _  963,  000 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port _  674, 000 

Plattsburg  AFB,  Plattsburg _  231,000 

Stewart  AFB,  Newburgh _ _  694,  000 

Suffolk  County  AFB,  West- 

hampton _  956,  000 


Total . . _  19,  616,  000 


NORTH  CAROLINA 

Army:  Fort  Bragg _ _  1,051,000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station, 

Cherry  Point _  6,  503,  000 

Naval  Seaplane  Facility,  Har¬ 
vey  Point _  5,  728,  000 

Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,  New 

River,  Jacksonville _ -  39,  000 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Le- 

jeune _ -  2,  372,  000 

Air  Force:  Seymour  Johnson 

AFB,  Goldsboro _  9,  991,  000 


Total _  25,  684,  000 


NORTH  DAKOTA 

Air  Force : 

Grand  Forks  AFB,  Grand 

Forks - _ -  5,  079,  000 

Minot  AFB,  Minot _  6,889,000 


Total _  11,968,000 
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OHIO 

Army:  Cleveland  Defense  Area..  $350,000 
Air  Force: 

Lockbourne  AFB,  Columbus—  1,  504,  000 
Wright-Patterson  AFB,  Day- 

ton -  i,  777_  ooo 

Youngstown  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Youngstown _  217,  000 


Total -  3,  848,  000 


OKLAHOMA 

Air  Force: 

Altus  AFB,  Altus _ _  848,  000 

Clinton-Sherman  AFB,  Clin¬ 
ton -  536, 000 

Tinker  AFB,  Oklahoma  City-  2,  674,  000 
Vance  AFB,  Enid _  1,  977,  000 


Total -  6,  035,  000 


OREGON 

Air  Force: 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Klamath -  1,299,000 

Portland  International  Air¬ 
port,  Portland -  3,  768,  000 


Total -  5,  067,  000 


PENNSYLVANIA 

Army:  New  Cumberland  Gen¬ 
eral  Depot - -  464,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Air  Development  Cen¬ 
ter,  Johnsville _ - _  39,  000 

Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office, 

Mechanicsburg _  155,  000 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Phila¬ 
delphia -  550, 000 

Air  Force: 

Olmstead  AFB,  Middletown.-  1,673,000 
Marietta  AF  Station _  2,  438,  000 


Total _  5,319,000 


RHODE  ISLAND 

Navy: 

Naval  Station,  Newport _ _  2,  729,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Quonset 

Point _  882,  000 


Total _  3,  611,  000 


SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Army: 

Charleston  Transportation 

Corps  Depot _ _  306,  000 

Navy: 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air 

Station,  Beaufort _ -  2,  632,  000 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot, 

Parris  Island _ _  2,  643,  000 

Air  Force: 

Charleston  AFB,  Charleston.-  2,  216,  000 

Donaldson  AFB,  Greenville _  1,  623,  000 

Myrtle  Beach  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Myrtle  Beach _ _  1,204,000 

Shaw  AFB,  Sumter _  1,  184,  000 


Total _  11,  808,  000 


SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Air  Force : 

Elsworth  AFB,  Rapid  City-  1,976,000 
Rushmore  AFS,  Rapid  City —  56,  000 


Total _  2, 032,  000 


TENNESSEE 

Army: 

Clarksville  Base _ - — -  200,  000 

Oak  Ridge  Defense  Area _ -  749,  000 
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TENNESSEE 

Air  Force : 

McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knox¬ 


ville  _  $189, 000 

Mallory  AFS,  Memphis _  1,  561,  000 

Sewart  AFB,  Smyrna -  484,  000 


Total _  3,  183,  000 


TEXAS 

Army: 

Fort  Bliss. . .  7,  704,  000 

Medina  Base _  125,  000 

Fort  Hood _  2,  362,  000 

Killeen  Base _  379,  000 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot -  95,  000 

Fort  Sam  Houston _  675,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station, 

Chase  Field _  566,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus 

Christi _  140,  000 

Ordnance  Aerophysics  Labor¬ 
atory,  Daingerfield _  2,  649,  000 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station, 

Kingsville _  160,  000 

Air  Force: 

Amarillo  AFB,  Amarillo _  2,  872,  000 

Bergstrom  AFB,  Austin _  1,  487,  000 

Biggs  AFB,  El  Paso _  5,  557,  000 

Carswell  AFB,  Fort  Worth _  2,  249,  000 

Dyess  AFB,  Abilene _  100,  000 

Ellington  AFB,  Houston _  8,  000 

Foster  AFB,  Victoria _  683,  000 

Gray  AFB,  Kileen _  34,  000 

Harlingen  AFB,  Harlingen _  262,  000 

James  Connally  AFB,  Waco..  191,  000 

Kelly  AFB,  San  Antonio _  899,  000 

Laughlin  AFB,  Del  Rio _  250,000 

Perrin  AFB,  Sherman _  460,  000 

Randolph  AFB,  San  Antonio.  2,  858,  000 

Reese  AFB,  Lubbock _  5,  909,  000 

Sheppard  AFB,  Wichita  Falls.  4,  442,  000 
Webb  AFB,  Big  Spring _  4, 118,  000 


Total _  47,  234,  000 


UTAH 

Army:  Dugway  proving  ground.  54,000 

Air  Force:  Hill  AFB,  Ogden _  1,911,000 

1,  965,  000 


VERMONT 

Air  Force:  Ethan  Allen  AFB, 

Winooski _  723,  000 


VIRGINIA 

Army: 

Fort  Belvoir _  1,  654,  000 

Fort  Eustis _ 562,  000 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation.  153,  000 

Fort  Lee _  5,  4l7,  000 

Navy: 

Naval  Air  Station,  Chinco- 

teague _  2,  818,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Norfolk _  39,  000 

Naval  Communication  Sta¬ 
tion,  Norfolk _  443,  000 

Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk.  3,  244,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Oceana _  6,  975,  000 

Marine  Corps  Schools,  Quan- 

tico _ _ 1,  923,  000 


Air  Force:  Langley  AFB,  Hamp¬ 
ton _  20, 000 


Total... . . . .  23,  248,  000 


WASHINGTON 

Army: 

Camp  Hanford _ _  1,  045,  000 

Fort  Lewis _ _  2,  298,  000 

Seattle  Market  Center _ _  40,  000 
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WASHINGTON 

Navy: 

Naval  Ammunition  -Depot, 

Bangor _  $316,  000 

Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton -  25,  438,  000 

Naval  Air  Station,  Whidbey 

Island _ _  9,  365,  000 

Air  Force : 

Fairchild  AFB,  Spokane _  1,480,000 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane _  1,  583,  000 

Larson  AFB,  Moses  Lake _  12,  552,  000 

McChord  AFB,  Tacoma _  632,  000 

Total _ _ _  54,  749,  000 


WEST  VIRGINIA 

Navy:  Naval  Radio  Facility; 

Sugar  Grove _  6,  600,  000 

WISCONSIN 

Air  Force: 

Richard  Bong  AFB,  Kansas- 

ville _  7,  804,  000 

Truax  Field,  Madison _  130,  000 

Total _ 7,  934,  000 

(Mr.  VINSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  conference 
report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

ft  ■  — 

MISSING  PERSONS  ACT 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker’s  desk  the  bill 
(H.  R.  5807)  to  amend  further  and  make 
permanent  the  Missing  Persons  Act,  as 
amended,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  6,  after  “departments”  insert 
“exclusive  of  part  time  or  intermittent  em¬ 
ployees  or  native  labor  casually  hired  on  an 
hourly  or  per  diem  basis.” 

Page  4,  lines  13  and  14,  strike  out  “after  an 
investigation  a  finding  is  made  that.” 

Page  4,  line  16,  strike  out  “an  active”  and 
insert  “a.” 

Page  5,  line  6,  strike  out  “imprisonment.”  ” 
and  insert  “imprisonment. 

"(c)  No  part  of  any  amount  paid  on  any 
claim  filed  pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  of 
this  section  in  excess  of  10  percent  of  the 
first  $1,000  so  paid  on  such  claim,  and  7  per¬ 
cent  of  the  amount  so  paid  over  $1,000, 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by 
any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  any  such  claim, 
and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  con¬ 
tract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  sub¬ 
section  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misde- 
-  meanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $10,000 
or  imprisoned  not  more  than  1  year,  or  both.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Loui¬ 
siana? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  would  like 
to  know  what  is  in  this  legislation. 


Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  May  I  say 
to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Ohio  that  this  is  what  is  known  as  the 
Permanent  Missing  Persons  Act.  Pre¬ 
viously  we  temporarily  extended  the 
Missing  Persons  Act.  This  bill  was  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  House  and  contained  a 
provision  for  missing  persons  in  the  fu¬ 
ture  and  also  a  provision  for  the  Philip¬ 
pine  scouts.  This  bill  went  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  the  Senate  has  made  some  minor 
changes.  Perhaps  the  most  important 
change  is  the  one  which  they  made  add¬ 
ing  subsection  (c)  to  the  bill.  Subsec¬ 
tion  (c)  limits  he  fees  of  attorneys  that 
may  handle  cases  to  10  percent  up  to 
$1,000  and  above  $1,000  the  fee  is  limited 
to  7  percent.  That  is  the  most  important 
amendment,  perhaps,  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  for  his  explanation  of  the  bill. 
I  reserved  the  right  to  object  because  I 
feel  in  thesd  closing  days  of  the  Congress 
the  Members  of  this  House  should  at 
least  be  advised  as  to  what  amendments 
they  are  accepting  or  what  conference 
(reports  are  agreed  to  before  they  are 
called  upon  to  vote.  I  withdraw  my  res¬ 
ervation  of  objection,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  is  always  diligerlt. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con¬ 
curred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


STADIUM  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OP 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call 
up  the  conference  report  on  the  bill 
(H.  R.  1937)  to  authorize  the  construc¬ 
tion,  maintenance,  and  operation  by  the 
Armory  Board  of  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  of  a  stadium  in  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement 
of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  assume  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  going  to  explain  the  changes 
made  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  withdraw  my  reserva¬ 
tion  of  objection,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  August 
16,  1957.) 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  House  and  the  Senate  discussed 
these  three  amendments  at  length.  We 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  this  bill,  if 
enacted,  would  give  the  Housing  and 
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Public  Law  85-241 
85th  Congress,  H.  R.  8240 
August  30,  1957 

AN  ACT 

To  authorize  certain  construction  at  military  installations,  anti  for  other 

purposes. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

TITLE  I 


Sec.  101.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or  develop 
military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  constructing,  convert¬ 
ing,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent  or  temporary  public  works, 
including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities  and  equipment,  for 
the  following  projects : 

Inside  the  United  States 

TECHNICAL  SERVICES  FACILITIES 

(Ordnance  Corps) 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland  :  Troop  housing,  $2,288,000. 

Anniston  Ordnance  Depot,  Alabama:  Utilities,  $2,015,000. 

Jet  propulsion  laboratory,  California :  Utilities,  $130,000. 

Savanna  Ordnance  Depot,  Illinois :  Supply  facilities,  and  utilities, 
$758,000. 

Sioux  Ordnance  Depot,  Nebraska :  Maintenance  facility,  $249,000. 

White  Sands  Proving  Groulid,  New  Mexico :  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, -research  and  development  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities,  $16,530,000. 


(Quartermaster  Corps) 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Georgia  :  Operational  facility,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  utilities,  $595,000. 

New  Cumberland  General  Depot,  Pennsylvania :  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  $464,000.  _ ^  ^ 

%Fort  Lee,  Virginia:  Operational  facility,  storage  facilities,  hospital 
wcility,  troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $5,417,000. 

Seattle  Quartermaster  Market  Center,  Washington:  Land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $40,000. 

Sharpe  General  Depot,  California :  Operational  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties,  $110,000. 

Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas:  Operational  facility,  and  land 
acquisition,  $95,000. 


(Chemical  Corps) 

Fort  Detrick,  Maryland :  Utilities,  $627,000. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah :  Troop  housing,  $54,000. 

(Signal  Corps) 

Fort  Huachuca,  Arizona:  Troop  housing,  $1,936,000. 

(Corps  of  Engineers) 

Cold  regions  laboratory,  Hanover,  New  Hampshire:  Research  and 
development  facility,  $2,496,000. 
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Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia :  Operational  facilities,  training  facility,  and 
maintenance  facility,  $1,654,000. 

Granite  City  Engineer  Depot,  Illinois:  Utilities,  $765,000. 

(Transportation  Corps) 

Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York :  Operational  facilities,  $1,169,000. 

Charleston  TC  Depot,  South  Carolina :  Operational  facilities, 
$306,000. 

Fort  Eustis,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities,  $562,000. 

(Medical  Corps) 

Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center,  Colorado:  Troop  housing, 
$937,000. 

Walter  Reed  Medical  Center,  Washington,  D.  C. :  Utilities, 
$1,920,000. 

FIELD  FORCES  FACILITIES 

(First  Army  Area)  n 

Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities, 
$6,719,000. 

(Second  Army  Area) 

A.  P.  Hill  Military  Reservation,  Virginia :  Troop  housing,  $153,000. 

Fort  Knox,  Kentucky:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  storage  facilities,  and  utilities,  $4,205,000. 

Fort  George  G.  Meade,  Maryland:  Community  facilities,  $589,000. 

Fort  Ritchie,  Maryland:  Troop  housing,  $820,000. 


(Third  Army  Area) 


71  st&t.  532. 

71  St at.  533. 


Fort  Benning,  Georgia:  Operational  facilities,  and  maintenance 
facilities,  $1,583,000. 

Fort  Bragg,  North  Carolina:  Operational  and  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties.  $1,051.000. 

Fort  Campbell,  Kentucky :  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  ground  improvements,  and  utilities,  $5,117,000. 

Fort  Rucker,  Alabama:  Operational  facilities,  and  troop  housing, 
$7,549,000.  Jk 

Fort  Stewart,  Georgia  :  Troop  housing,  $3,691,000. 


(Fourth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Bliss,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  medical  facility,  administrative 
facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities,  $7,704,000. 

Fort  Hood,  Texas:  Operational  facilities,  training  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facility,  maintenance  facilities,  community  facility,  and  utili¬ 
ties,  $2,362,000. 

Fort  Polk,  Louisiana :  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, - 
troop  housing,  and  utilities,  $7,734,000. 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Texas:  Acquisition  of  land  and  improvements, 
$675,000. 

(Fifth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Carson,  Colorado:  Utilities.  $1,049,000. 

Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas:  Utilities,  $336,000. 
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Fort  Riley,  Kansas:  Operational  facility,  maintenance  facility,  and 
troop  housing,  $2,525,000.  J 

Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Missouri :  Troop  housing,  $4,603,000. 

(Sixth  Army  Area) 

Fort  Lewis,  Washington :  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  administrative  facilities,  community  facility,  and  utilities,  $1,487.- 
000.  ’  ’ 

Fort  Ord,  California:  Operational  facilities,  maintenance  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $3,307,000. 

(Military  Academy) 

United  States  Military  Academy,  West  Point,  New  York :  Utilities, 

$1,666,000. 

(Armed  Forces  Special  Weapons) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facility,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $1,056,000. 

)  (Tactical  Installations  Support  Facilities) 

Various  locations:  Operational  facility,  maintenance  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  storage  facilities,  community  facilities,  troop 
housing,  family  housing,  and  utilities,  $8,466,000. 


(Outside  Continental  United  States) 

(Alaskan  Area) 

Alaska  general,  Eielson  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Greely,  Ladd  Air 
F orce  Base,  F ort  Richardson,  and  tactical  installations :  Operational 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  family 
housing,  and  utilities,  $4,143,000. 


(Pacific  Command  Area) 

Tripler  Army  Hospital,  Hawaii:  Medical  facilities,  $154,000.  71  stat>  533 

"  71  Stat.  534. 

(Caribbean  Command  Area) 


Fort  Buchanan,  Puerto  Rico :  Utilities,  $137,000. 

^7ort  Gulick,  Canal  Zone :  Community  facility,  $289,000. 

(United  States  Army,  Europe) 


Various  locations:  Maintenance  facilities,  and  storage  facilities, 

$20,754,000. 

(Army  Forces  Far  East) 

Various  installations:  Operational  facilities,  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  storage  facilities,  troop  housing,  community 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  medical  facilities,  and  utilities,  $9,- 
000,000. 

Sec.  102.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  establish  or  develop  ^ion^and1”^1 
classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  construct- 
ing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurte¬ 
nances,  utilities  and  equipment,  in  a  total  amount  of  $143,002,000. 

Sec.  103.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to  purchase  out  FamiU  housing, 
of  appropriations  available  for  military  construction  family  housing 
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including  necessary  land  at,  or  near,  military  tactical  installations 
for  assignment  as  public  quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  de¬ 
pendents.  Not  more  than  300  units  of  such  housing  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  under  this  section.  Space  limitations  per  unit  will  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  subsections  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section  4774  of  title 
10,  United  States  Code,  and  cost  limitations  as  now  or  hereafter  estab¬ 
lished  for  military  housing  constructed  with  appropriated  funds. 

Sec.  104.  (a)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty -third  Congress,  is  amended, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States’’  in  section  101,  as 
follows : 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  (Ordnance 
Corps)”  with  respect  to  Red  River  Arsenal,  Texas,  strike  out  “$1,808,- 
000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,212,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  209,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  section  502  the  amounts 
“$44,003,000”  and  “$133,671,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof 
“$44,407,000”  and  “$134,075,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  105.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  m. 
section  101,  as  follows:  O 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  (Signifr 
Corps)  ”  with  respect  to  Department  of  the  Army  transmitting  station, 
vicinity  of  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland,  strike  out  “$2,360,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$3,137,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  (Military  Acad¬ 
emy)”  with  respect  to  United  States  Military  Academy,  New  York, 
strike  out  “$9,950,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,983,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  in  clause  ( 1)  of  section  502  the  amounts  “$129,096,000” 
and  “$236,060,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  “$131,906,000”  and 
“$238,870,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  106.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  in  sec¬ 
tion  101,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  (Ordnance 


Corps)”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Maryland,  strike 


out  “$1,736,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,039,000”, 

(2)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New  York,  strike 
out  “$129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$212,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  (Qua 
master  Corps)” — with  respect  to  Fort  Lee,  Virginia,  strike 
“$8,589,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$9,874,000”. 


5Q 


subheading 


‘technical  services  facilities  (Chemical 


Under  the 
Corps)  ” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Camp  Detrick,  Maryland,  strike  out 
“$452,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$525,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Utah,  strike  out 
“$1,129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,491,000”. 


Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  (Transpor¬ 


tation  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooklyn  Army  Base,  New  York,  strike  out 
“$1,055,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,240,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Eustis,  Virginia,  strike  out  “$6,597,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,072,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  (Medical  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brooke  Army  Medical  Center,  Texas,  strike 
out  “$549,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$876,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Madigan  Army  Hospital,  'Washington, 
strike  out  “$333,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$669,000”. 
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(3)  with  respect  to  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  District 
of  Columbia,  strike  out  “$3,557,000'’  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$4,472,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  (Second  Army 
Area)”— with  respect  to  Fort  Holabird,  Maryland,  strike  out 
“$612,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$800,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  (Third  Army 
Area)”— with  respect  to  Camp  Jackson,  South  Carolina,  strike  out 
“$5,000,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,500,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  (Fourth  Army 
Area)” — with  respect  to  Fort  Hood,  Texas,  strike  out  “$12,922,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$14,283,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  (Fifth  Arrnv 
Area)”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Carson,  Colorado,  strike  out 

“$7,487,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,621,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas,  strike  out 
“$8,615,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$9,893,000”. 

)(3)  with  respect  to  Camp  Lucas,  Michigan,  strike  out 

“$145,000”,  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$193,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities  (Armed  Forces  Spe¬ 
cial  Weapons  Project)” — with  respect  to  various  installations,  strike 
out  “$3,014,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,204,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Continental  United  States” 
in  section  101  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “alaskan  area” — with  respect  to  Wildwood 
Station  (Kenai)  strike  out  “$469,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$559,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  section  502  the  amounts 
“$225,277,000”,  “$74,984,000”,  and  “$534,254,000”  and  inserting  in 
place  thereof  “$237,320,000”,  “$75,074,000”,  and  “$546,387,000”,  respec¬ 
tively: _ _ _ 

Sec.  107.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is  amended 

under  the  heading  “Inside  the  United  States”  in  section  101  as 
follows : 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  (Ordnance 
Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Seneca  Ordnance  Depot,  New  York,  strike 

)out  “$88,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$136,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Redstone  Arsenal,  Alabama,  strike  out 
“$6,159,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,593,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “technical  services  facilities  (Quarter¬ 
master  Corps)” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Atlanta  General  Depot,  strike  out 
“$832,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$984,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Worth  General  Depot,  Texas,  strike 
out  “$1,285,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,847,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “field  forces  facilities” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Fort  Bliss,  Texas,  strike  out  “$5,301,000’’ 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,293,000”. 

(2)  with  respect  to  Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$4,173,- 
000”  and  insert  m  place  thereof  “$5,798,000”. 

(3)  with  respect  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas,  strike  out 
“$1,092,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,373,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  section  102,  “$200,(83,000”  and  inserting 
in  place  thereof  “$203,331,000'’. 
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(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (1)  of  section  402  the  amounts 
u$86,916,000”,  “$200,783,000”,  and  “$323,462,000”  and  inserting  in  place 
(hereof  “$95,010,000”,  “$203,331,000”,  and  “$334,104,000”,  respectively. 


TITLE  II 


Sec.  201.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish  or  develop  mili¬ 
tary  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  constructing,  converting, 
rehabilitating,  or  installing,  permanent  or  temporary  public  works, 
including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment 
for  the  following  projects : 


Inside  the  United  States 


SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 


Naval  Engineering  Experiment  Station,  Annapolis,  Maryland: 
Development  and  test  facilities,  $618,000.  /I 

Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Washington :  Drydock,  $25,438,000.  'w 
Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities,  $1,452,000. 
Naval  Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California:  Facilities  for  remedying 
effects  of  ground  subsidies,  $1,500,000. 

Naval  Submarine  Base,  New  London,  Connecticut:  Waterfront 
facilities,  $2,966,000. 

FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 


Naval  Station,  Key  West,  Florida:  Troop  housing,  $1,326,000. 
Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California:  Waterfront  facilities, 
$544,000. 

Naval  Station,  Newport,  Rhode  Island:  Troop  housing,  and  utili¬ 
ties,  $2,729,000. 

- XVTATION  FACILITIES 


(Naval  Air  Training  Stations) 


Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Chase  Field,  Texas:  Operational 
facilities,  $566,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas:  Operational  facilities 
(Optical  landing  system),  $140,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco,  Georgia:  Utilities,  $293,000.  ^ 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  Texas:  OperationQ 
facilities  (Optical  landing  system),  $160,000. 

Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Meridian,  Mississippi:  Operational 
facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $13,387,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  New  Iberia,  Louisiana:  Operational 
facilities,  and  maintenance  facilities,  $3,653,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola,  Florida :  Operational  facilities, 
waterfront  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $6,225,000. 

Navy  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Saufley  Field,  Florida:  Operational 
facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility),  $39,000. 


(Fleet  Support  Air  Stations) 


Naval  Air  Stations,  Alameda,  California:  Operational  facilities 
(Guided  missile  support  facilities),  $185,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Brunswick,  Maine:  Operational  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $180,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Cecil  Field,  Florida :  Operational  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $5,089,000. 
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Naval  Air  Station,  Chincoteague,  Virginia:  Operational  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $2,818,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  Crows  Landing,  California :  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility),  $39,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $4,310,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Fallon,  Nevada  :  Operational  facilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $4,199,000. 

Naval  Seaplane  Facility,  Harvey  Point,  North  Carolina:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities, 

$5,728,000.  _ 

Naval  Air  Station,  Jacksonville,  Florida:  Operational  facilities 
(Tactical  air  navigation  facility),  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Key  West,  Florida  :  Operational  facilities  (Opti¬ 
cal  landing  system),  $130,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lemoore,  California:  Operational  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities  and  utilities,  $27,535,000. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mayport,  Florida  :  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  $384,000. 

J  Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar,  California:  Operational  facilities, 

“53,401,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia :  Operational  facilities  (Tacti¬ 
cal  air  navigation  facility) ,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  North  Island,  San  Diego,  California:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $7,964,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Oceana,  Virginia:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $6,975,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Quonset  Point,  Rhode  Island  :  Operational  facili¬ 
ties  (Aircraft  parking  areas),  $882,000.  71  sta-t.  537. 

Naval  Auxiliary  Landing  Field,  San  Clemente  Island,  California:  71  stat.  538. 
Operational  facilities,  waterfront  facilities,  and  utilities,  $9,448,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Whidbey  Island,  Washington :  Operational  facil¬ 
ities,  and  land  acquisition,  $9,365,000. 

(Marine  Corps  Air  Stations) 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Beaufort,  South  Carolina: 

Operational  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities, 

$2,632,000. 

^  Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point,  North  Carolina :  Opera- 
jonal  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $6,503,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro,  California:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  $3,620,000. 

Marine  Corps  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  Mojave,  California:  Land 
acquisition,  $3,281,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Facility,  New  River,  North  Carolina:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $39,000. 

(Special  Purpose  Air  Stations) 

Naval  Air  Development  Center,  Johnsville,  Pennsylvania:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $39,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent  River,  Maryland :  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  $2,209,000. 

Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center,  Point  Mugii,  California:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities  (including  operational  facilities  on  San  Nicolas 
Island),  $7,669,000. 
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Naval  Air  Facility,  to  be  known  as  John  H.  Towers  Naval  Air 
Facility,  and  to  be  located  at  Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs, 
Maryland :  Operational  facilities,  utilities,  and  ground  improvements, 
$3,200,000. 


SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Electronics  Supply  Office,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Administrative 
facilities,  $92,000. 

Naval  Ordnance  Supply  Office,  Mechanicsburg,  Pennsylvania:  Ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  $155,000. 

Aviation  Supply  Office,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania :  Administra¬ 
tive  facilities,  $550,000. 

MARINE  CORPS  FACILITIES 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Albany,  Georgia :  Community  facil¬ 
ities,  $140,000. 

Marine  Corps  Supply  Center,  Barstow,  California:  Maintenance 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  and  utilities,  $6,841,000.  /" 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Lejeune,  North  Carolina:  Operation^ 
and  training  facilities,  and  utilities,  $2,372,000. 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island,  South  Carolina :  Train¬ 
ing  facilities,  troop  housing,  messhall,  and  utilities,  $2,643,000. 

Marine  Corps  Base,  Camp  Pendleton,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $1,469,000. 

Marine  Corps  Schools,  Quantico,  Virginia :  Supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities,  $1,923,000. 

Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  San  Diego,  California:  Training 
71  stat.  536.  facilities.  $116,000. 

71  stat.  539.  Marine  Corps  Training  Center,  Twentynine  Palms,  California: 

Training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  administrative  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $2,331,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Bangor,  Washington :  Utilities,  $316,000. 

Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Daingerfield,  Texas :  Research 
and  development  facilities,  $2,649,000. 

Applied  Physics  Laboratory,  Howard  County,  Maryland :  Research 
and  development  facilities,  $1,452,000. 

Naval  Magazine,  Port  Chicago,  California:  Utilities,  $236,000.  ^ 

SERVICE  SCHOOL  FACILITIES 

Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland:  Dormitory  foundations, 
$1,602,000. 

Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  Illinois:  Training  facilities, 
and  troop  housing,  $5,598,000. 

Naval  Training  Center,  San  Diego,  California:  Troop  housing, 
$1,613,000. 

COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Operational 
facilities,  $443,000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,  San  Diego,  California:  Operational 
facilities,  $100,000. 

Naval  Communication  Center,  Stockton,  California  :  Operational 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Washington  County,  Maine:  Operational 
facilities,  and  utilities,  $13,982,000. 
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YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 

Naval  Shipyard,  Brooklyn,  New  York:  Utilities,  $332,000. 

Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk,  Virginia:  Utilities,  $3,244,000. 
Naval  Construction  Battalion  Center,  Port  Hueneme,  California: 
Supply  facilities,  and  administrative  facilities,  $759,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 


SHIPYARD  FACILITIES 


Naval  Shipyard,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $1,297,000. 

Naval  Base,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands:  Maintenance 
facilities,  hospital  facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  facilities, 
and  utilities,  $1,750,000. 

Naval  Station,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands:  Troop  hous¬ 
ing  and  community  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $7,576,000. 

^  FLEET  BASE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska :  Hospital  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  family  housing,  $1,005,000. 

Commander-in-Chief  Pacific,  Headquarters,  Pearl  Harbor,  Oahu, 
Territory  of  Hawaii :  Administrative  facilities  and  utilities,  $332,000. 

Naval  Station,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico :  Utilities,  $190,000. 


AVIATION  FACILITIES 


71  Stat.  539 

71  Stat.  540 


Naval  Air  Station,  Agana,  Guam,  Marianas  Islands:  Operational 
facilities  (Guided  missile  support  facilities),  $428,000. 

Naval  Station,  Argentia,  Canada:  Family  housing  and  community 
facilities,  $1,793,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Barber’s  Point,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii : 
Operational  facilities  (Aircraft  parking  areas),  $2,088,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Oubi  Point,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands:  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $149,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Guantanamo  Bay,  Cuba :  Operational  facilities, 
$5,730,000. 

Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Kaneohe  Bay,  Oahu,  Territory  of 
Hawaii :  Operational  facilities,  $249,000. 

"VNaval  Station,  Kwajalein,  Marshall  Islands:  Operational  facilities 
^actical  air  navigation  facility),  $69,000. 

Naval  Station,  Midway  Islands,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Operational 
facilities  (Tactical  air  navigation  facility),  $69,000. 

Naval  Air  Facility,  Naha,  Okinawa :  Waterfront  facilities  at  White 
Beach,  $504,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Roosevelt  Roads,  Puerto  Rico :  Operational  facil¬ 
ities,  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $15,182,000. 

SUPPLY  FACILITIES 

Naval  Station,  Adak,  Alaska :  Supply  facilities,  $1,550,000. 

Naval  Station,  Guam,  Marianas  Islands:  Community  facilities, 
$884,000. 

Naval  Supply  Depot,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands :  Supply 
facilities,  $397,000. 

ORDNANCE  FACILITIES 

Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Utilities, 
and  land  acquisition,  $326,000. 
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COMMUNICATION  FACILITIES 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Adak,  Alaska:  Troop  housing, 
$1,053,000. 

Naval  Communication  Station,  Finegayan,  Guam,  Marianas 
Islands :  Troop  housing,  $594,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Istanbul,  Turkey:  Operational 
facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $130,000. 

Naval  Security  Group  Activity,  Sakata,  Japan:  Operational  facili¬ 
ties,  $69,000. 

Naval  Radio  Station,  Wahiawa,  Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii :  Opera¬ 
tional  facilities,  $4,392,000. 


YARDS  AND  DOCKS  FACILITIES 


66  Stat.  612. 

71  Stat.  540./ 
71  Stat.  541. 

66  Stat.  613. 


66  Stat.  625, 


68  Stat.  540. 


68  Stat.  543. 

70  Stat.  1001. 


69  Stat.  330. 


Public  Works  Center,  Subic  Bay,  Luzon,  Philippine  Islands :  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  $393,000. 

Sec.  202.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  establish  or  develop  classi¬ 
fied  naval  installations  and  facilities  by  constructing,  converting^, 
rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent  or  temporary  public  worlfT 
including  land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities? 
and  equipment  in  the  total  amount  of  $59,056,000. 

Sec.  203.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as  amended, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  in  sec¬ 
tion  201  as  follows : 

Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facilities”,  with  respect 
to  “Various  locations”,  strike  out  “$4,500,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$5,460,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  section  202  “$86,397,000”  and  inserting  in 
place  thereof  “$95,489,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress,  as  amended,  is 

amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  402  the  amounts 
“$138,183,000”,  “$86,397,000”,  and  “$256,875,000”  and  inserting  respec¬ 
tively  in  place  thereof,  “$139,143,000”,  “$95,489,000”,  and 

“$266,927,000”. 

Sec.  204.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  in 
section  201  as  follows : 

Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”  with  respect  to  the 
Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station,  El  Centro,  California,  strike  oufc 
“$225,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$369,000” ;  with  respect  to  tC. 
Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  El  Toro,  California,  strike  out  “$l,675,00(u 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,030,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Air  Station,  Glenview,  Illinois,  strike  out  “$70,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$170,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty -third  Congress,  as  amended,  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  striking  out,  in  section  202,  “$63,358,000”  and  inserting  in  place 
thereof  “$70,656,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended,  is 

amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  502  the  amounts 
“$102,956,000”,  “$63,358,000”,  “$202,807,000”  and  inserting  respec¬ 
tively  in  place  thereof  “$103,555,000”,  “$70,656,000”,  and 

“$210,704,000”. 

Sec.  205.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  in  sec¬ 
tion  201  as  follows : 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities”,  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Repair  Facility,  San  Diego,  California,  strike  out 
“$629,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,099,000”. 


August  30,  1957 


-11- 


Pub.  Law  85-241 


(2)  Under  the  subheading  ‘‘fleet  base  facilities”,  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Station,  Orange,  Texas,  strike  out  ‘*$399,000”  and  insert  in 
place  thereof  “$563,000”. 

(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities  (Naval  Air  Train¬ 
ing  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station, 
Kingsville,  Texas,  strike  out  “$3,686,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$4,292,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Auxiliary  Air  Station, 
New  Iberia,  Louisiana,  strike  out  “$24,361,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$26,871,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities  (Fleet  Support  Air 

Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Alameda,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$3,729,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,217,000” ; 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Moffett  Field,  California,  strike 
out  “$2,581,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,355,000”;  and  with 
respect  to  the  Outlying  Field,  Whitehouse  Field,  Duval  County, 
Florida,  strike  out  “$1,087,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

“$1,587,000”. 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities  (Special  Purpose 

}^.ir  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  New 
ersey,  strike  out  “$16,311,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

“$17,911,000”. 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “ordnance  facilities”,  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Ordnance  Aerophysics  Laboratory,  Daingerffeld,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$1,111,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1.751,000”;  and 


71  Stat.  541. 


69  Stat.  336. 


336. 


with  respect  to  the  Naval  Ordnance  Test  Station,  Inyokern,  Cali-  71  stat'  542  • 
fornia,  strike  out  “$375,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$475,000”. 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facilities”  with  respect 
to  the  Naval  Powder  Factory,  Indian  Head,  Maryland,  strike  out 
“$780,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$879,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Continental  United  States” 
in  section  201  as  follows : 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”  with  respect  to  69  335* 

the  Naval  Station,  Kwajelein,  Marshall  Islands,  strike  out 
“$4,411,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$5,235,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “communication  facilities”,  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Facility,  Port  Lyautey,  French 
Morocco,  strike  out  “$2,848,600”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,198,600”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is 
jnended  by  striking  out  in  section  202  “$151,342,400”  and  inserting  69  stat. 

place  thereof  “$152,763,400”. 

(d)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is 

amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  502  the  amounts  70  stat.  1002. 
“$299,512,600”,  “$107,191,300”,  “$151,342,400”,  and  “$564,046,300”  and 
inserting  respectively  in  place  thereof  “$308,463,600”,  “$108,365,300”, 
“$152,763,400”,  and  “$575,592,300”. 

Sec.  206.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is  amended 
under  the  heading,  “Inside  the  United  States”  in  section  201,  as  70  stat*  "4* 
follows : 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “shipyard  facilities”  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Shipyard,  Charleston,  South  Carolina,  strike  out  “$148,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$191,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Shipyard,  Long  Beach,  California,  strike  out  “$5,984,000”  and  insert 
in  place  thereof  “$8,169,000”. 

(2)  Under  the  subheading  “fleet  base  facilities”,  with  respect  to 
the  Naval  Station,  Long  Beach,  California,  strike  out  “$2,256,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,623,000”;  and  with  respect  to  the  Naval 
Station,  Norfolk,  Virginia,  strike  out  “$2,844,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,340,000”. 
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70  Stat.  999. 

71  Stat.  542. 

71  Stat.  543. 

70  Stat.  1000. 

70  Stat.  1015. 
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(3)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities  (Fleet  Support  Air 
Stations)",  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Miramar,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  ‘‘$8,835,000’’  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$11,040,000”. 

(4)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities  (Special  Purpose 
Air  Stations)”,  with  respect  to  the  Naval  Air  Missile  Test  Center, 
Point  Mugu,  California,  strike  out  “$1,682,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,010,000”. 

(5)  Under  the  subheading  “service  school  facilities”  with  respect 
to  the  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  Maryland,  strike  out  “$7,469,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$10,919,000”. 

(6)  Under  the  subheading  “communications  facilities”,  with 
respect  to  the  Naval  Communication  Station,  San  Francisco,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$2,029,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,779,000”. 

(7)  Under  the  subheading  “yards  and  docks  facilities”,  with 
respect  to  the  Public  Works  Center,  Norfolk,  Virginia,  strike  out 
“$443,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$500,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty- fourth  Congress,  is  amended  under  the 
heading  “Outside  the  United  States”  in  section  201,  as  follows: 

(1)  Under  the  subheading  “aviation  facilities”,  with  respect  | 
the  Naval  Air  Station,  Atsugi,  Japan,  strike  out  “$1,961,000”  an\ 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,337,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  in  section  203,  “$84,043,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof 
“$85,939,000”. 

(d)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  in  clause  (2)  of  section  402  the  amounts  “$292,572,000”,  “$61,- 
625,000”,  “$84,043,000”,  and  “$438,240,000”  and  inserting  respectively 
in  place  thereof  “$303,453,000”,  “$62,001,000”,  “$85,939,000”,  and 
“$451,393,000”. 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  establish  or  develop 
military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  constructing,  con¬ 
verting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent  or  temporary  public 
works,  including  site  preparation,  appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  for  the  following  projects : 

Inside  the  United  States 
air  defense  command  m 

Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minnesota:  Operational  anff 
training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facil¬ 
ities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $4,499,000. 

Ethan  Allen  Air  Force  Base,  Winooski,  Vermont:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $594,000. 

Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington:  Maintenance  facilities,  hos¬ 
pital  and  medical  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  $1,583,000. 

Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow,  Montana:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  troop  housing,  family  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,048,000. 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $4,466,000. 
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Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City,  Missouri:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  ad¬ 
ministrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $1,100,000. 

Hamilton  Air  Force  Base,  San  Rafael,  California :  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $614,000. 

Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Michigan:  Family 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$429,000. 

Iv.  I.  Sawyer  Municipal  Airport,  Marquette,  Michigan:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  community  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $905,000. 

Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon :  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,299,000. 

McChord  Air  Force  Base,  Tacoma,  Washington:  Operational  qnd 
training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $632,000. 

) McGhee-Tyson  Airport,  Knoxville,  Tennessee:  Supply  facilities 
and  community  facilities,  $189,000. 


71  Stat.  543. 


Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  North  Dakota:  Operational  and  71  sta't*  544* 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  hospital  and  medical  facilities,  community  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $6,804,000. 

Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York :  Sup¬ 
ply  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $674,000. 

Otis  Air  Force  Base,  Falmouth,  Massachusetts:  Family  housing, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $559,000. 

Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo,  California :  Maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,828,000. 

Portland  International  Airport,  Portland,  Oregon:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,768,000. 

Presque  Isle  Air  Force  Base,  Presque  Isle,  Maine:  Community 
facilities,  $244,000. 

Richard  Bong  Air  Force  Base,  Kansasville,  Wisconsin :  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
"Ground  improvements,  $7,804,000. 

■Self ridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  Michigan :  Supply  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,898,000. 

Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux  City,  Iowa :  Operational  and 
training  facilities  and  supply  facilities,  $248,000. 

Stewart  Air  Force  Base,  Newburgh,  New  York :  Supply  facilities, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  .ground  improvements,  and  real 
estate  improvement,  $694,000. 

Suffolk  County  Air  Force  Base,  Westhampton  Beach,  New  York: 

Supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  im¬ 
provements,  $956,000. 

Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin :  Utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments  and  land  acquisition,  $130,000. 

Tyndall  Air  Force  Base,  Panama  City,  Florida :  Maintenance  facil¬ 
ities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  util¬ 
ities  and  ground  improvements,  $3,186,000. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,153,000. 
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71  Stat.  544. 


71  Stat.  545. 


Youngstown  Municipal  Airport,  Youngstown,  Ohio:  Community 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $358,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and 
medical  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $44,428,000. 


AIR  MATERIAL  COMMAND 


Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  troop  housing, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $10,410,000. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden,  Utah:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,911,000. 

Kelly  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Maintenance  facilities, 
and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $899,000. 

Marietta  Air  Force  Station,  Marietta,  Pennsylvania:  Utilities  and 


ground  improvements,  $2,438,000.  — 

McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Operation® 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $4,912,000. 

Olmsted  Air  Force  Base,  Middletown,  Pennsylvania:  Maintenance 
facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $1,673,000. 

Robins  Air  Force  Base,  Macon,  Georgia:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acqui¬ 
sition,  $13,104,000. 

Rushmore  Air  Force  Station,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota:  Commu¬ 
nity  facilities,  $56,000. 

Tinker  Air  Force  Base:  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  $2,674,000. 

Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton,  Ohio:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $1,777,000. 


AIR  PROVING  GROUND  COMMAND 


Eglin  Air  Force  Base,  Valparaiso,  Florida:  Research  developmei® 

.  ,  utilities  ancP 


and  test  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities, 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,826,000 


AIR  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  COMMAND 


Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,987,000. 

Holloman  Air  Force  Base,  Alamogordo,  New  Mexico:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  troop 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
$11,869,000. 

Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base,  Indian  Springs,  Nevada:  Com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $206,000. 

Kirtland  Air  Force  Base,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico:  Supply  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $2,276,000. 
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Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  Massachusetts:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  research,  development, 
and  test  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $3,469,000. 

Patrick  Air  Force  Base,  Cocoa,  Florida:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  research,  development,  and  test  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real 
estate  improvements,  $2,882,000. 

AIR  TRAINING  COMMAND 

Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 

$2,872,000. 

Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,193,000. _  71  stat.  545, 

Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  Texas:  Community  facili-71  stat.  546. 
.ties,  $262,000. 

j  Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Mississippi:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  community  facilities,  $2,209,000. 

Luke  Air  Force  Base,  Phoenix,  Arizona:  Maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,848,000. 

Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  California:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  admin¬ 
istrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,249,000. 

McConnell  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita,  Kansas:  Troop  housing,  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $763,000. 

Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta,  Georgia:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  community 
facilities,  $938,000. 

Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada:  Community  facilities, 

$436,000. 

Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Sherman,  Texas:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $460,000. 

Randolph  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas :  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $2,858,000. 

^  Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas :  Operational  and  training 
Jicilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $5,909,000. 

Scott  Air  Force  Base,  Belleville,  Illinois :  Community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate 
improvements,  $900,000. 

Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community 
facilities,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $4,200,000. 

Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada:  Troop  housing,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $1,945,000. 

Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,977,000. 

Webb  Air  Force  Base,  Big  Spring,  Texas :  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  and  utilities,  and  ground  improvements,  $4,118,000. 

Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler,  Arizona :  Maintenance  facili¬ 
ties,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $865,000. 
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Maxwell  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama :  Land  acquisition, 
$50,000. 

CONTINENTAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Brooks  Air  Force  Base,  San  Antonio,  Texas:  Medical  facilities, 
$952,000. 

Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  and  family  housing,  $139,000. 

Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York:  Utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $337,000. 

MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Aeronautical  chart  and  information  center,  St.  Louis,  Missouri: 
Utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $620,000. 

Andrews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs,  Maryland:  Operational 
71  stat,  546.  and  training  facilities,  $920,000. 

71  stat.  547.  Charleston  Air  Force  Base,  Charleston,  South  Carolina :  Suppk^ 
facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,216,000.  Lj 

Dover  Air  Force  Base,  Dover,  Delaware:  Troop  housing,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $745,000. 

McGuire  Air  Force  Base,  Wrightstown,  New  Jersey:  Maintenance 
facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 
$496,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Altus  Air  Force  Base,  Altus,  Oklahoma:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $848,000. 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  Shreveport,  Louisiana:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop 
housing,  and  community  facilities,  $3,344,000. 

Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  California:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utili¬ 
ties  and  ground  improvements,  $7,458,000. 

Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Austin,  Texas:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $1,487,000. 

Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $5,557,000. 

Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville,  Arkansas:  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  trooap 
housing,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $11,510,000. 

Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana  :  Operational  and  traim 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative 
facilities,  community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $8,966,000. 

Carswell  Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth,  Texas:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  land  acquisition, 
andTeal  estate  improvements,  $2,059,000. 

Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California:  Maintenance  facilities, 
supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $2,076,000. 

Clinton-Sherman  Air  Force  Base,  Clinton,  Oklahoma  :  Operational 
and  training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 
$536,000. 

Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mississippi :  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $2,320,000. 

Davis-Monthan  Air  Force  Base,  Tucson,  Arizona:  Maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
land  acquisition,  $2,361,000. 
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Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  community  facili¬ 
ties,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition, 

$14,638,000. 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas:  Community  facilities, 

$100,000. 

Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City,  South  Dakota :  Operational 
and  training  facilities  and  supply  facilities,  $1,976,000. 

Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  Spokane,  Washington:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  $1,480,000. 

Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  Kansas:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  and  supply  facilities,  $1,357,000. 

Gray  Air  Force  Base,  Killeen  Texas :  Community  facilities,  $34,000. 

Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mississippi :  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land 
acquisition,  $19.389.000. _ 71  stat.  547, 

Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead,  Florida:  Maintenance  71  stat.  548. 
facilities,  $380,000. 

j Hunter  Air  Force  Base,  Savannah,  Georgia:  Troop  housing  and 
-immunity  facilities,  $994,000. 

Lake  Charles  Air  Force  Base,  Lake  Charles,  Louisiana  :  Real  estate 
improvements,  $179,000. 

Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Washington :  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  community  facilities, 

$12,552,000. 

Laughlin  Air  Force  Base,  Del  Rio,  Texas :  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  $250,000. 

Lincoln  Air  Force  Base,  Lincoln,  Nebraska:  Land  acquisition, 

$37,000. 

Lock  hour  lie  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Ohio:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $1,504,000. 

Loring  Air  Force  Base,  Limestone,  Maine:  Operational  and  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $7,322,000. 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Tampa,  Florida  :  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 

$936,000. 

Malmstrom  Air  F orce  Base,  Great  F alls,  Montana :  Operational  and 
draining  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improve¬ 
ments,  $3,518,000. 

March  Air  Force  Base,  Riverside,  Califoi’nia:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  and  troop  housing,  $2,347,000. 

Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain  Home,  Idaho:  Mainte¬ 
nance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $2,022,000. 

Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska  :  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land 
acquisition,  $7,681,000. 

Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg,  New  York:  Supply  facil¬ 
ities,  and  utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $231,000. 

Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire :  Supply 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements, 
and  land  acquisition,  $2,344,000. 

Schilling  Air  Force  Base,  Salina,  Kansas:  Community  facilities, 

$372,000. 

Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  California:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,937,000. 
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Turner  Air  Force  Base,  Albany,  Georgia  :  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  and  land  acquisition, 
$8,628,000. 

Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Boswell,  New  Mexico:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply  facilities,  adminis¬ 
trative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $9,676,000. 

Westover  Air  Force  Base,  Chicopee  Falls,  Massachusetts:  Opera¬ 
tional  and  training  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $1,901,000. 

Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Knobnoster,  Missouri:  Operational  and 
training  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $235,000. 


TACTICAL  AIR  COMMAND 

Clovis  Air  Force  Base,  Clovis,  New  Mexico :  Maintenance  facilities, 
administrative  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities 
and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $2,149,000. 

Donaldson  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  South  Carolina :  Operation^ 
and  training  facilities,  troop  housing  and  community  faciliti^|< 
$1,287,000. 

England  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria,  Louisiana:  Troop  housing, 
community  facilities,  and  land  acquisition,  $1,558,000. 

Foster  Air  Force  Base,  Victoria,  Texas:  Community  facilities,  util¬ 
ities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $683,000. 

George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville,  California:  Supply  facilities, 
and  community  facilities,  $2,478,000. 

Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia:  Utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $20,000. 

Myrtle  Beach  Air  Force  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  South  Carolina :  Main¬ 
tenance  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  land  acquisi¬ 
tion,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $1,204,000. 

Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee:  Community  facilities, 
$484,000. 

Seymour  Johnson  Air  Force  Base,  Goldsboro,  North  Carolina: 
Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance  facilities,  supply 
facilities,  administrative  facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  real  estate  improvements, 
$9,991,000. 

Shaw  Air  Force  Base,  Sumter,  South  Carolina  :  Troop  housin 
community  facilities,  $1,184,000. 

SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  $229,000. 

AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medi¬ 
cal  facilities,  troop  housing,  family  housing,  community  facilities, 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  and  land  acquisition,  $7,331,000. 

Outside  the  United  States 


ALASKAN  AIR  COMMAND 

Elmendorf  Air  Force  Base:  Operational  and  training  facilities, 
maintenance  facilities,  and  community  facilities,  $4,742,000. 

Ladd  Air  Force  Base:  Community  facilities,  $1,630,000. 
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Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medi¬ 
cal  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements  and  land  acquisition,  $11,500,000. 


AIR  MATERIEL  COMMAND 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  and  com¬ 
munity  facilities,  $247,000. 


FAR  EAST  AIR  FORCES 

Hickain  Air  Force  Base,  Honolulu,  Hawaii:  Troop  housing,  and 
community  facilities,  $2,228,000. 

\ arious  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $7,569,000. 


3  MILITARY  AIR  TRANSPORT  SERVICE 

Various  locations :  Operational  and  training  facilities,  supply  facil¬ 
ities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  $14,741,000. 

STRATEGIC  AIR  COMMAND 

Andersen  Air  Force  Base,  Guam:  Community  facilities,  $820,000. 
Ramsey  Air  Force  Base,  Puerto  Rico:  Operational  and  training 
facilities,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground  improvements 
and  land  acquisition,  $3,783,000. 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and 
utilities  and  ground  improvements,  $57,218,000. 


UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCES  IN  EUROPE 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medi¬ 
cal  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  utilities  and  ground 
improvements,  and  real  estate  improvements,  $36,057,000. 

^  SPECIAL  FACILITIES 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  $170,000. 


AIRCRAFT  CONTROL  AND  WARNING  SYSTEM 

Various  locations:  Operational  and  training  facilities,  maintenance 
facilities,  supply  facilities,  administrative  facilities,  hospital  and  medi¬ 
cal  facilities,  troop  housing,  community  facilities,  and  utilities  and 
ground  improvements,  $20,000,000. 

Sec.  302.  The  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may  establish  or  develop 
classified  military  installations  and  facilities  by  acquiring,  construct¬ 
ing,  converting,  rehabilitating,  or  installing  permanent  or  temporary 
public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site  preparation,  appurte¬ 
nances,  utilities,  and  equipment  in  the  total  amount  of  $47,000,000. 

Sec.  303.  (a)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended, 
is  amended  under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  in  sec¬ 
tion  301,  as  follows: 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — -with  respect  to 
Pescadero  Consolan  Station,  Pescadero,  California,  strike  out 
“$224,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$584,000”. 


71  Stat.  549. 

71  Stat.  550. 


Classified 

installations. 


61  Stat.  349. 
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68  Stit.  544. 


jr  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — with  respect  to 
l-Sherman  Airport,  Clinton,  Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$11,393,000” 
in  r\lQr*o  tl'io'rori'f  ^<£10  686  00{V^  *  sinr!  Qtl'llrp.  nnt.  .4-03.000' 5 


68  Stat. 
71  Stat 


557. 


550. 


71  Stat 
68  Stat. 


551.  ^ 

557. 


337. 


69  Stat. 

70  Stat.  1013. 
69  Stat. 


337. 


70  Stat.  1013. 
69  Stat. 


338. 


70  Stat.  1013. 
69  Stat. 


340. 


Under 
Clinton- 

and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$12,686,000” ;  and  strike  out  “$1,463,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,756,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  command” — with  respect 
to  Mitchel  Air  Force  Base,  Hempstead,  New  York,  strike  out 
“$729,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$929,000”;  and  strike  out 
“$686,000”  nml  insert  in  place  thereof  “$886,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development  command” — 
with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  California,  strike  out 
“$27,478,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$29,442,000”;  and  strike  out 
“$16,192,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$18,156,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-third  Congress,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  502  so  much  as 
reads  “$406,120,000”  and  “$415,949,000”  and  inserting  in  place  there¬ 
of  “$409,937,000”  and  “$419,766,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  304.  (a)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as 
amended,  is  amended,  under  the  heading  “Continental  United 
States”  in  section  301,  as  follows :  f 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” —  % 

(1)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington,  strike 
out  “$1,716,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,717,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  site,  North  Dakota,  strike  out 
“$7,709,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$9,220,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainte  Marie, 
Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,029,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,195,000” ; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Minot  site,  North  Dakota,  strike  out 
“$6,603,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$7,268,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Oxnard,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$2,445,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,935,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Selfridge  Air  Force  Base,  Mount  Clemens, 
Michigan,  strike  out  “$5,526,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$6,445,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Youngstown  Municipal  Airport, 
Youngstown,  Ohio,  strike  out  “$742,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$893,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Yuma  County  Airport,  Yuma,  Arizona, 
strike  out  “$2,107,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,676,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command” —  f 

(1)  with  respect  to  Brookley  Air  Force  Base,  Mobile,  AlS 
bama,  strike  out  “$4,170,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$4,728,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York, 
strike  out  “$15,803,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$16,654,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  McClellan  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento, 
California,  strike  out  “$9,522,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$11,970, p00”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Dayton, 
Ohio,  strike  out  “$12,001,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$14,508,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  training  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Ellington  Air  Force  Base,  Houston,  Texas, 
strike  out-  “$3,438,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,876,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Goodfellow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo, 
Texas,  strike  out  “$4,081,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$5,088,000”; 
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(3)  with  respect  to  Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Greenville,  Mis-  70  Stat.  1013. 
sissippi,  strike  out  “$500,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$545,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Harlingen  Air  Force  Base,  Harlingen,  stat.  340. 
Texas,  strike  out  “$446,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$529,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  James  Connally  Air  Force  Base,  Waco, 

Texas,  strike  out  “$883,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,129,000”; _ _ _  71  Stat.  551, 

(6)  with  respect  to  Mather  Air  Force  Base,  Sacramento,  Cali-  71  stat.  552. 

fornia,  strike  out  “$1,516,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 


m 

“$1,998,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Reese  Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$1,076,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,304,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Williams  Air  Force  Base,  Chandler, 
Arizona,  strike  out  “$1,215,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,556,000”. 

Tinder  the  subheading  “headquarters  command” — with  respect  to 
Bolling  Air  Force  Base,  Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  strike  out 
ii$520,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$825,000”. 

■Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development  command” — 
Vith  respect  to  Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base  (Kirtland  Auxiliary 
Numbered  1 ),  Clark,  Nevada,  strike  out  “$555,500”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$624,500”. 

Tinder  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 


Air  Force  Base,  Fort  Worth, 
and  insert  in  place  thereof 


(1)  with  respect  to  Carswell 
Texas,  strike  out  “$5,929,000” 

“$7,363,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine,  strike 
out  “$11,155,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$12,218,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Travis  Air  Force  Base,  Fairfield,  Cali- 
“$9,769,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 


70  Stat.  1013. 


69  Stat.  341. 


69  Stat.  342. 


69  Stat.  343. 


to  Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell,  New 
“$6,657,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 


fornia,  strike  out 
“$11,473,000”; 

(4)  with  respect 
Mexico,  strike  out 
“$8,324,000”. 

Linder  the  subheading  “tactical  air  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Alexandria  Air  Force  Base,  Alexandria, 
Louisiana,  strike  out  “$2,684,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,527,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Bunker  Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Peru,  Indiana, 
strike  out  “$559,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$611,000”; 

IN  (3)  with  respect  to  George  Air  Force  Base,  Victorville.,  Cali- 
fornia,  strike  out  “$1,598,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,905,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Larson  Air  Force  Base,  Moses  Lake,  Wash¬ 
ington,  strike  out  “$4,724,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$5,197,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Sewart  Air  Force  Base,  Smyrna,  Tennessee, 
strike  out  “$3,589,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$4,010,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is 
amended  under  the  heading  “Outside  Continental  United  States” 
in  section  301,  as  follows : 

Under  the  subheading  “alaskan  air  command” — with  respect  to 
Galena  Airfield,  strike  out  “$518,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$735,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “area  control  navigational  aids”- — with 
respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$526,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,394,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  161,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  502  the  amounts 


69  Stat.  345. 


70  Stat.  1014. 


69  Stat.  346. 


69  Stat.  346. 


70  Stat.  1014. 


71  Stat.  552. 

71  Stat.  553 
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“$801,256,000”,  “$532,454,000”,  and  “$1,339,060,000”  and  inserting  in 
place  thereof  “$824,300,000”,  “$533,539,000”,  and  “$1,363,189,000”, 
respectively. 

Sec.  305.  (a)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is  amended, 
under  the  heading  “Continental  United  States”  m  section  301,  as 
^follows: _ 

70  Stat.  1002. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  defense  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Duluth  Municipal  Airport,  Duluth,  Minne¬ 
sota,  strike  out  “$863,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,469,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Geiger  Field,  Spokane,  Washington,  strike 
out  “$2,827,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,079,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Glasgow  Air  Force  Base,  Glasgow, 
Montana,  strike  out  “$2,470,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

70  Stat.  1004. 

“$3,080,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  Grand 
Forks,  North  Dakota,  strike  out  “$18,969,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$30,521,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Grandview  Air  Force  Base,  Kansas  City, 

Missouri,  strike  out  “$1,673,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,781,000”;  _  f 

(6)  with  respect  to  Kinross  Air  Force  Base,  Sault  Sainra 
Marie,  Michigan,  strike  out  “$2,156,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$2,336,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Klamath  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Klam¬ 
ath  Falls,  Oregon,  strike  out  “$1,130,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$1,560,000” ; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Minot  Air  Force  Base,  Minot,  North 
Dakota,  strike  out  “$21,215,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$27,035,000”; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Niagara  Falls  Municipal  Airport,  Nia¬ 
gara  Falls,  New  York,  strike  out  “$3,030,000”  and  insert  in  place 
thereof  “$3,409,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Oxnard  Air  Force  Base,  Camarillo, 
California,  strike  out  “$2,392,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,779,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Sioux  City  Municipal  Airport,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  strike  out  “$2,288,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,900,000”; 

(12)  with  respect  to  Truax  Field,  Madison,  Wisconsin,  strike 
out  “$4,876,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$8,726,000”; 

(13)  with  respect  to  Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscodjp 
Michigan,  strike  out  “$3,278,000”  and  insert  in  place  there® 
“$3,808,000”; 

(14)  with  respect  to  various  locations,  strike  out  “$21,510,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,201,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  materiel  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Griffiss  Air  Force  Base,  Rome,  New  York, 
strike  out  “$17,966,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$22,005,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Searsport  Fuel  Storage  Station,  Searsport, 
Maine,  strike  out  “$473,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$745,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Tacoma  Fuel  Storage  Station,  Tacoma, 
Washington,  strike  out  “$129,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$251,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Tinker  Air  Force  Base,  Oklahoma  City, 
Oklahoma,  strike  out  “$5,990,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$7,763,000”. 
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70  Stat.  1006. 


Under  tlie  subheading  “air  training  command” —  70  stat#  1005 • 

(1)  with  respect  to  Amarillo  Air  Force  Base,  Amarillo,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$17,121,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$26,471,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Craig  Air  Force  Base,  Selma,  Alabama, 
strike  out  “$18,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$22,000” ; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Sheppard  Air  Force  Base,  Wichita  Falls, 

Texas,  strike  out  “$24,433,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$33,858,000” ; _  _ 71  stat 

(4)  with  respect  to  Stead  Air  Force  Base,  Reno,  Nevada,  strike  71  s'ta't 
out  “$2,221,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$3,063,000” ; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Vance  Air  Force  Base,  Enid,  Oklahoma, 
strike  out  “$977,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,064,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “air  university” — with  respect  to  Maxwell 
Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  Alabama,  strike  out  “$215,000”  and 
insert  in  place  thereof  “$311,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “continental  air  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Beale  Air  Force  Base,  Marysville,  Califor¬ 
nia,  strike  out  “$13,395,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$15,993,000” ; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Dobbins  Air  Force  Base,  Marietta,  Georgia, 
strike  out  “$345,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$500,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “research  and  development  command”— 

(1)  with  respect  to  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford, 

Massachusetts,  strike  out  “$6,939,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$7,530,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Edwards  Air  Force  Base,  Muroc,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  strike  out  “$5,488,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$7,220,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “strategic  air  command” — 

(1)  with  respect  to  Biggs  Air  Force  Base,  El  Paso,  Texas, 
strike  out  “$922,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$1,190,000”; 

(2)  with  respect  to  Castle  Air  Force  Base,  Merced,  California, 
strike  out  “$2,179,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,643,000”; 

(3)  with  respect  to  Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  strike  out  “$14,518,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$15,322,000”; 

(4)  with  respect  to  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base,  Rapid  City, 

South  Dakota,  strike  out  “$943,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 


D 


70  Stat.  1007. 


71  Stat.  1008. 


“$1,075,000”; 

(5)  with  respect  to  Homestead  Air  Force  Base,  Homestead, 
Florida,  strike  out  “$1,694,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 

W  “$1,966,000”; 

(6)  with  respect  to  Lockbourne  Air  Force  Base,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  strike  out  “$4,952,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$7,880,000”; 

(7)  with  respect  to  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base,  Great  Falls, 
Montana,  strike  out  “$1,236,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$1,586,000”; 

(8)  with  respect  to  Mountain  Home  Air  Force  Base,  Mountain 
Home,  Idaho,  strike  out  “$2,064,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,607,000”; 

(9)  with  respect  to  Offutt  Air  Force  Base,  Omaha,  Nebraska, 
strike  out  “$5,697,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$6,155,000”; 

(10)  with  respect  to  Plattsburg  Air  Force  Base,  Plattsburg, 
New  York,  strike  out  “$1,491,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$2,027,000”; 

(11)  with  respect  to  Portsmouth  Air  Force  Base,  Portsmouth, 
New  Hampshire,  strike  out  “$661,000"  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$720,000”; 
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(12)  with  respect  to  Walker  Air  Force  Base,  Roswell,  New 
Mexico,  strike  out  “$2,791,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$3,181,000”. 

Under  the  subheading  “tactical  air  command” — with  respect  to 
Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Hampton,  Virginia,  strike  out  “$2,613,000” 
and  insert  in  place  thereof  “$2,785,000”. 

(b)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  is  amended  under  the 
heading  “Outside  the  United  States”  as  follows : 

Under  the  subheading  “northeast  air  command” — with  respect  to 
various  locations,  strike  out  “$75,650,000”  and  insert  in  place  thereof 
“$94,197,000”. 

(c)  Public  Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congresfs,  is  amended  by  striking 
out  in  clause  (3)  of  section  402  the  amounts  “$742,873,000”, 
“$405,061,000”,  and  “$1,360,934,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof 
“$811,342,000”,  “$423,608,000”,  and  “$1,447,950,000”,  respectively. 

Sec.  306.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  302  of  the  Act  of  August  3, 1956 
(70  Stat.  991, 1012) ,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(b)  Air  Force  installations  and  facilities  by  proceeding  with  con¬ 
struction  made  necessary  by  changes  in  Air  Force  missions,  vf 
weapons  developments,  new  and  unforeseen  research  and  developmlw 
requirements,  or  improved  production  schedules,  if  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  determines  that  deferral  of  such  construction  for  inclusion 
in  the  next  military  construction  authorization  Act  would  be  incon¬ 
sistent  with  interests  of  national  security,  and  in  connection  therewith 
to  acquire,  construct,  convert,  rehabilitate,  or  install  permanent  or 
temporary  public  works,  including  land  acquisition,  site  preparation, 
appurtenances,  utilities,  and  equipment,  in  the  total  amount  of 
$50,000,000:  Provided ,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  or  his 
designee,  shall  notify  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives  immediately  upon  reaching  a  final 
decision  to  implement,  of  the  cost  of  construction  of  any  public  work 
undertaken  under  this  subsection,  including  those  real  estate  actions 
pertaining  thereto.” 

TITLE  IV— FAMILY  HOUSING 

Sec.  401.  Any  outstanding  authority  heretofore  provided  by  the  Act 
of  September  1, 1954  (68  Stat.  1119),  the  Act  of  July  15, 1955  (69  Stat. 
324),  and  the  Act  of  August  3, 1956  (70  Stat.  991)  for  the  provision  of 
family  housing  shall  be  available  for  the  construction  of  family  hous¬ 
ing  at  any  installations  for  which  family  housing  is  authorized  to^ 
constructed  under  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  402.  Section  515  of  the  Act  of  July  15, 1955  (69  Stat.  324, 352), 
as  amended,  is  further  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  515.  During  the  fiscal  years  1957,  1958,  and  1959,  the  Secre¬ 
taries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  respectively,  are  authorized 
to  lease  housing  facilities  at  or  near  military  tactical  installations  for 
assignment  as  public  quarters  to  military  personnel  and  their  depend¬ 
ents,  if  any,  without  rental  charge  upon  a  determination  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense,  or  his  designee,  that  there  is  a  lack  of  adequate  hous¬ 
ing  facilities  at  or  near  such  military  tactical  installations.  Such 
housing  facilities  shall  be  leased  on  a  family  or  individual  unit  basis 
and  not  more  than  five  thousand  of  such  units  may  be  so  leased  at  any 
one  time.  Expenditures  for  the  rental  of  such  housing  facilities  may 
be  made  out  of  appropriations  available  for  maintenance  and  opera¬ 
tion  but  may  not  exceed  $150  a  month  for  any  such  unit.” 

Sec.  403.  (a)  Family  quarters  to  be  constructed  under  the  authority 
of  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  the  Act  of  September  1, 1954  (68  Stat.  1119), 
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shall  be  subject  to  the  net  floor  area  limitations  respectively  prescribed 
in  sections  4774,  7574,  and  9774  of  title  10,  United  States  Code. 

(b)  Section  404  of  the  Act  of  September  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119, 
1125),  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  404.  Title  10,  United  States  Code,  is  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Section  4<  <4  is  amended  by  adding  the  following  new  subsec¬ 
tion  at  the  end  thereof : 

“(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters  constructed 
from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of  the  Army  may  be 
four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or 
less.” 


(b)  Section  7574  is  amended  by  adding  the  following  new  subsec¬ 
tion  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(d)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters  constructed 
from  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of  the  Navy  may  be 
four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet  or 
less.” 


(c)  Section  9774  is  amended  by  adding  the  following  new  subsec¬ 
tion  at  the  end  thereof : 

■V(f)  Not  more  than  15  percent  of  the  family  quarters  constructed 
^om  appropriated  funds  for  enlisted  members  of  the  Air  Force  may 
be  four-bedroom  quarters  having  a  net  floor  area  of  1,250  square  feet 
or  less.” 

Sec.  405.  The  second  paragraph  of  section  407  of  the  Act  of  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1954  (68  Stat.  1119,  1125),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  to 
read  as  follows : 

“The  Department  of  Defense  shall  pay  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  from  appropriations  otherwise  available  for  the  payment  of 
quarters  allowances  for  military  personnel  and  from  appropriate 
allotments  or  rental  charges  for  civilian  personnel,  amounts  equal  to 
the  quarters  allowances  or  allotments  otherwise  payable  to  or  the 
rental  charges  collected  from  personnel  occupying  any  housing  con¬ 
structed  or  acquired  under  authority  of  this  section  after  deducting 
amounts  chargeable  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  such  hous¬ 
ing  :  Pro  vided ,  That  such  payments  shall  not  exceed  the  dollar  equiva¬ 
lent  of  the  value  of  the  foreign  currencies  used  for  all  such  construction 


or  acquisition.” 

Sec.  406.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  and 
effective  July  1,  1958,  no  family  housing  units  (other  than  housing 
units  required  to  be  acquired  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  404 
the  Housing  Amendments  of  1955)  shall  be  contracted  for  or 
•Ajuired  at  or  in  support  of  military  installations  or  activities  unless 
actual  number  of  units  involved  has  been  specifically  authorized 
by  an  annual  military  construction  authorization  act. 

(b)  Effective  July  1,  1958,  the  provisions  of  section  419,  Public 
Law  968,  Eighty-fourth  Congress,  second  session,  are  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  407.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law, 
members  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine  Corps,  Coast  Guard, 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  Public  Health  Service,  with  depend¬ 
ents,  may  occupy  on  a  rental  basis,  without  loss  of  basic  allowance 
for  quarters,  inadequate  quarters  under  the  jurisdiction  of  any  of 
the  uniformed  services,  notwithstanding  that  such  quarters  may  have 
been  constructed  or  converted  for  assignment  as  public  quarters.  The 
net  difference  between  the  basic  allowance  for  quarters  and  the  fair 
rental  value  of  such  quarters  shall  be  paid  from  otherwise  available 
appropriations.  .  . 

(b)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  administered  under 
regulations  approved  by  the  President. 

(c)  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  for  the 
respective  military  departments,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
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71  Stat.  556. 


71  Stat.  557. 


the  Coast  Guard  when  the  Coast  Guard  is  operating  as  a  service  in 
the  Treasury  Department,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  for  the  Coast 
and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  for  the  Public  Health  Service  (hereafter  referred  to  as  the 
“Secretaries”),  are  each  authorized,  subject  to  standards  established 
pursuant  to  (b)  above,  to  designate  as  rental  housing  such  housing 
as  he  may  determine  to  be  inadequate  as  public  quarters. 

Hie  Secretaries  are  each  further  authorized,  subject  to  stand- 


w 


ards  established  pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  above,  to  lease  inadequate 
housing  to  personnel  of  any  of  the  mentioned  services  for  occupancy 
by  them  and  their  dependents.  The  housing  facilities  leased,  as 
herein  provided,  shall  not  be  required  to  have  been  constructed  with 
funds  derived  from  appropriations  specifically  made  for  the  purpose 
of  the  construction  of  rental  housing  for  personnel  of  the  services 
mentioned. 

(e)  All  housing  units  determined  pursuant  to  subsection  (c)  of 
this  section  to  be  inadequate  shall,  prior  to  July  1,  1960,  either  be 
altered  or  improved  so  as  to  qualify  as  public  quarters,  or  be  demol¬ 
ished  or  otherwise  disposed  of. 

Nonapplioability.  (f)  This  section  shall  have  no  application  to  any  housing  financj 
with  mortgages  insured  under  the  provisions  of  Title  VIII  of  tra. 
National  Housing  Act  as  in  effect  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Hous¬ 
ing  Amendments  of  1955. 


63  Stat.  570. 
12  use  1748  et 


seq. 


TITLE  V— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 


Land  improve¬ 
ments,  eto. 

31  USC  529; 

40  USC  259,267. 
70A  Stat.  269, 
590. 


33  USC  733  note. 


Appropriation. 


Cost  variations. 


Sec.  501.  The  Secretary  of  each  military  department  may  proceed 
to  establish  or  develop  installations  and  facilities  under  this  Act 
without  regard  to  sections  3648  and  3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  and  sections  4774  (d)  and  9774  (d)  of  title  10,  United 
States  Code.  The  authority  to  place  permanent  or  temporary 
improvements  on  land  includes  authority  for  surveys,  administration, 
overhead,  planning,  and  supervision  incident  to  construction.  That 
authority  may  be  exercised  before  title  to  the  land  is  approved  under 
section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  even  though 
the  land  is  held  temporarily.  The  authority  to  acquire  real  estate 
or  land  includes  authority  to  make  surveys  and  to  acquire  land,  and 
interests  in  land  (including  temporary  use),  by  gift,  purchase, 
exchange  of  Government-owned  land,  or  otherwise. 

Sec.  502.  There  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  but  appropriations,  fo* 
public  works  projects  authorized  by  titles  I,  II,  and  III  shall  not  ef 
ceed — 

(1)  for  title  I :  Inside  the  United  States,  $115,624,000;  outside 
the  United  States,  $34,477,000;  section  102,  $143,002,000;  or  a 
total  of  $293,103,000 ; 

(2)  for  title  II:  Inside  the  United  States,  $230,356,000;  out¬ 
side  the  United  States,  $48,199,000;  section  202,  $59,056,000;  or  a 
total  of  $337,611,000;  and 

(3)  for  title  III:  Inside  the  United  States,  $394,076,000;  out¬ 
side  the  United  States,  $160,705,000;  section  302,  $47,000,000;  or 
a  total  of  $601,781,000. 

Sec.  503.  Any  of  the  amounts  named  in  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of  this 
Act  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  concerned,  be  increased  by 
5  per  centum  for  projects  inside  the  United  States  and  by  10  per 
centum  for  projects  outside  the  United  States.  However,  the  total 
cost  of  all  projects  in  each  such  title  may  not  be  more  than  the  total 
amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  projects  in  that  title. 
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Sec.  504.  Whenever —  Contraots. 

(1)  the  President  determines  that  compliance  with  section  2313  70A  Stat-  132» 

(b)  of  title  10,  United  States  Code,  for  contracts  made  under  this 

Act  for  the  establishment  or  development  of  military  installa¬ 
tions  and  facilities  in  foreign  countries  would  interfere  with  the 
carrying  out  of  this  Act;  and _ 71  stat.  557. 

(2)  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Comptroller  General  have  71  stat.  558. 
agreed  upon  alternative  methods  for  adequately  auditing  those 
contracts ; 

the  President  may  exempt  those  contracts  from  the  requirements  of 
that  section. 

Sec.  505.  Contracts  made  by  the  United  States  under  this  Act  shall 
be  awarded,  insofar  as  practicable,  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the  lowest 
responsible  bidder,  if  the  national  security  will  not  be  impaired  and 
the  award  is  consistent  with  chapter  137  of  title  10,  United  States  70A  stat.  127. 
Code,  and  section  15  of  the  Act  of  August  9,  1955  (69  Stat.  547,  551).  41  usc  152* 

The  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments  shall  report  semiannually  RePort  to 
to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Rep-  Congr’ess* 

■  sentatives  with  respect  to  all  contracts  awarded  on  other  than  a  com- 

■  jitive  basis  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder. 

^  Sec.  506.  As  of  July  1,  1958,  all  authorizations  for  military  public  Repeals, 
works  to  be  accomplished  by  the  Secretary  of  a  military  department 
in  connection  with  the  establishment  or  development  of  military  in¬ 
stallations  and  facilities,  and  all  authorizations  for  appropriations 
therefor,  that  are  contained  in  Acts  approved  before  July  28,  1954, 
and  not  superseded  or  otherwise  modified  by  a  later  authorization  are 
repealed,  except —  Exceptions. 

(1)  authorizations  for  public  works  and  for  appropriations 
therefor  that  are  set  forth  in  those  Acts  in  the  titles  that  contain 
the  general  provisions ; 

(2)  the  authorization  for  public  works  projects  as  to  which 
appropriated  funds  have  been  obligated  for  construction  contracts 
in  whole  or  in  part  before  July  1,  1958,  and  authorizations  for 
appropriations  therefor ; 

(3)  the  authorization  for  the  rental  guaranty  for  family  hous¬ 
ing  in  the  amount  of  $100,000,000  that  is  contained  in  section  302 

of  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  Congress;  68  stat.  559. 

(4)  the  authorizations  for  public  works  and  the  appropriation 

of  funds  that  are  contained  in  sections  2231-2238  of  title  10,  i23.Stat"  2 
United  States  Code,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  882,  883,  885,  886)  ;  64  stat.  830,831. 

(5)  the  authorization  for  the  development  of  the  Line  of  Com- 
I  ).  munications,  France,  in  the  amount  of  $60,000,000  that  is  con¬ 
tained  in  title  I,  section  102,  of  Public  Law  534,  Eighty-second  60  stat.  537. 
Congress ; 

(6)  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  410  of  the  Act  of 
August  3,  1956  (70  Stat.  991,  1016),  the  authorization  for  (a) 
development  of  classified  facilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,439,000 
that  is  contained  in  title  I,  section  102,  of  the  Act  of  September 
28,  1951  (65  Stat.  336,  343),  and  (b)  development  of  classified 
facilities  in  the  amount  of  $6,654,000  that  is  contained  in  title  I, 
section  102  of  the  Act  of  July  14,  1952  (66  Stat.  606,  609)  ;  and 

(7)  the  authorization  for  public  works  and  for  the  appropria¬ 
tions  of  funds  that  are  contained  in  the  Act  of  April  1,  1954 
(68  Stat.  47),  as  amended. 
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Sec.  507.  None  of  the  authority  contained  in  titles  I,  II,  and  III  of 
this  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  authorize  any  building  construction  project 
within  the  continental  United  States  at  an  average  nationwide  unit 
cost  in  excess  of — 

(a)  $28  per  square  foot  for  cold-storage  warehousing; 

(b)  $6  per  square  foot  for  regular  warehousing; 

(c)  $1,850  per  man  for  permanent  barracks; 

(d)  $7,500  per  man  for  bachelor  officer  quarters, 

unless  the  Secretary  of  Defense  determines  that,  because  of  special 
circumstances,  application  to  such  project  of  the  limitation  on  unit 
costs  contained  in  this  section  is  impracticable. 

Sec.  5o8.  Section  9  of  the  Air  Force  Academy  Act,  as  amended 
(68  Stat.  491,  is  further  amended  by  striking  out  in  the  first  sentence 
the  figure  “$126,000,000”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof  the  figure 
“$135,425,000”. 

Approved  August  30,  1957. 
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